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Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County 
Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 
Holli Telford Lundahl vs. Sandra Copeland, etal. 
User 
DESCHAMP New Case Filed - Other Claims 
User: SKI OMO 
Judge 
Robert C. Naftz 
DESCHAMP Filing: A - All initial civil case filings of any type not Robert C. Naftz 
listed in categories B-H, or the other A listings 
below Paid by: Telford, Holli (plaintiff) Receipt 
number: 0001037 Dated: 6/3/2011 Amount: 
$88.00 (Cash) For: Telford, Holli (plaintiff) 
DESCHAMP Verified Complaint Filed Robert C. Naftz 
DESCHAMP Summons Issued Robert C. Naftz 
DESCHAMP Motion To Disqualify Without Cause Pursuant to Robert C. Naftz 
IRCP Rule 40(d)(1) District Court Judge Robert 
Naftz 
DESCHAMP Summons Returned. Return of Service on Robert C. Naftz 
Summons and Verified Complaint 
SKIDMORE Order For Disqualification Of Judge Robert C. Naftz 
SKIDMORE Administrative Order Of Reference Robert C. Naftz 
SKIDMORE Request For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default Robert C. Naftz 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)1 - Smith County 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Holli Telford In Support Of Request Robert C. Naftz 
For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - Smith County 
SKIDMORE Request For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default Robert C. Naftz 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - Smith County 
Tax Assessor Gary Barber 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Holli Telford In Support Of Request Robert C. Naftz 
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Proceducre Rule 55(a) And (b)(1)- Smith County 
Tax Assessor Gary Barber 
SKIDMORE Request For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default Robert C. Naftz 
Judgment Pursuant to Idaho Rule 55(a) And 
(b)(1) - Tab Beall 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Holli Telford In Support Of Request Robert C. Naftz 
For Clerk's Entry of Default And Default 
Judgment Pursuant to Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - Tab Beall 
SKIDMORE Request For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default Robert C. Naftz 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - Law Office Of 
Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Holli Telford In Support Of Request Robert C. Naftz 
For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
Judgment Pursuant to Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - Law Office of 



















Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County 
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Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 
Holli Telford Lundahl vs. Sandra Copeland, etal. 
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SKIDMORE Request For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(11) - Admitra Mills 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Holli Telford In Support Of Request 
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Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) -Admitra Mills 
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Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - Sandra 
Copeland 
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For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
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For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
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Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - The Estate of 
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For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - The Estate of 
Paul Kelley Sr. 
SKIDMORE Request For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Ruels 55(a) And (b)(1) - Smith County 
Trustee 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Holli Telford In Support Of Request 
For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - Smith County 
Trustee 
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Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 
Holli Telford Lundahl vs. Sandra Copeland, etaL 
User 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Special Appearance Pursuant To IRCP 
4(i) 
SKIDMORE Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Adams, 
Stephen L. Receipt number: 0001201 Dated: 
6/30/2011 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Smith 
County, (defendant) 
SKIDMORE Defendant: Smith County, Appearance Brian K. 
Julian 
SKIDMORE Defendant: Tax Assessor Gary Barber, 
Appearance Brian K. Julian 
SKIDMORE Notice Of IRCP Rule 68 Final Judgment Against 
Defendant Lisa Neilson 
SKIDMORE Request For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Ruels 55(a) And (b)(1) -Artie Ross 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Holli Telford In Support Of Request 
For Clerk's Entry Of Default And Default 
Judgment Pursuant To Idaho Rules Of Civil 
Procedure Rule 55(a) And (b)(1) - Artie Ross 
SKIDMORE Objection To Defendants Tab Beal And Law 
Offices Of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins And 
Mott's Special Appearance Notice Under Rule 4(i) 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Special Appearance Pursuant To IRCP 
4(i) 
SKIDMORE Defendant: Attorney Tab Beall, Appearance Brian 
K. Julian 
SKIDMORE Defendant: Law Offices Of Purdue, Etal, 
Appearance Brian K. Julian 
SKIDMORE Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Julian, 
Brian K. (attorney for Attorney Tab Beall,) 
Receipt number: 0001218 Dated: 7/5/2011 
Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Attorney Tab Beall, 
(defendant) 
NMURPHY Objection to defendants Smith County and tax 
assessor Gary Barber's special appearance 
notice under tule 4(i) 
SKIDMORE Letter - Jeanette Cathey Harmon 
SKIDMORE Motion To Dismiss, Motion To Quash And Motion 
For Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Memorandum In Support Of Motion To Dismiss, 
Motion To Quash And Motion For Summary 
Judgment 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Micheal J. Darlow In Support Of 
Motion To Dismiss, Motion To Quash And Motion 
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Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 
Holli Telford Lundahl vs. Sandra Copeland, etaL 
User 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Tab Beall In Support Of Motion To 
Dismiss, Motion To Quash And Motion For 
Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Telephonic Hearing 
SKIDMORE Hearing Scheduled (Motion 08/19/2011 11 :00 
AM) Motion to Dismiss, Quash and Summary 
Judgment 
SKIDMORE Motion To Dismiss, Motion To Quash And Motion 
For Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Memorandum In Support Of Motion To Dismiss, 




Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Stan Springerley In Support Of Motion Stephen S Dunn 
To Dismiss, Motion To Quash And Motion For 
Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Gary Barber Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Telephonic Hearing Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Dismissal Without Prejudice Of Stephen S Dunn 
Plaintiffs Claims Against Jeanette Harmon Based 
On Lettered Affidavit Of Jeanette Harmon That 
She Has No Ownership Interest In Said Property 
Pursuant To IRCP Rule 41 (a)(i) 
SKIDMORE Memorandum Decision Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Elham Neilsen In Opposition To Stephen S Dunn 
Defendants Smith County, Tax Assessor Gary 
Barber, Attorney Teb Beall And Law Offices Of 
Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins And Mott's 
Motions To Dismiss And Motions For Summary 
Judgment 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of LA Greer In Opposition To Stephen S Dunn 
Defendants Smith County, Tax Assessor Gary 
Barber, Attorney Teb Beall And Law Offices Of 
Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins And Mott's 
Motions To Dismiss And Motions For Summary 
Judgment 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Kim Vogt In Opposition To Stephen S Dunn 
Defendants Smith County, Tax Assessor Gary 
Barber, Attorney Teb Beall And Law Offices Of 
Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins And Mott's 
Motions To Dismiss And Motions For Summary 
Judgment 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Holli Telford In Opposition To Stephen S Dunn 
Defendants Smith County, Tax Assessor Gary 
Barber, Attorney Teb Beall And Law Offices Of 
Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins And Mott's 





























Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County 
RO/i, Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 
Holli Telford Lundahl vs. Sandra Copeland, etal. 
User 
DESCHAMP Affidavit of Kim Vogt in Opposition to Defendants 
Smith County, Tax Assessor Gary Barber, 
Attorney Tab Beall and Law Offices of Purdue, 
Brandon, Felder, Collins and Motts Motions to 
Dismiss and Motions for Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Second Amended Notice Of Hearing 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Hearing 
User: SKIDMOR 
Judge 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Petition For Supervisory Mandamus Aurthority On Stephen S Dunn 
Significant Question Of First Impression 
COBURN Motion to Continue Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Petition Filing Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Objection To Motion To Continue Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Motion And Affidavit For Fee Waiver Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Third Amended Notice Of Hearing Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Order Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Reply In Support Of Motion To Dismiss, Motion Stephen S Dunn 
To Quash And Motion For Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Reply In Support Of Motion To Dismiss, Motion Stephen S Dunn 
To Quash And Motion For Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Verified Responses To Court Order Dated August Stephen S Dunn 
18, 2011 And Opposing Counsel's Objection To 
Continuance Of This Case Filed On August 16, 
2011 
SKIDMORE Order Vacating Hearing Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Stephen S Dunn 
08/26/2011 11 :00 AM: Hearing Vacated Motion 
to Dismiss, Quash and Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Transmittal Of Document Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Order Denying Petition For Supervisory Stephen S Dunn 
Mandamus Authority On Significant Question Of 
First Impression - Supreme Court Docket No. 
39056-2011 Ref. No. 11-387 
SKIDMORE Fourth Amended Notice Of Hearing Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/07/2011 02:00 Stephen S Dunn 
PM) Motions to Dismiss, Motions to Quash and 
Motions for Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Plaintiff's Opposition To The Defendant's Motions Stephen S Dunn 
To Dismiss Supported By: (1) The Affidavit Of 
Holli Telford; (2) The Affidavit of LA Greer; (3) 
The affidavit Of Elham Neilsen; (4) The Affidavit 
Of Kim Vogt; (5) The Affidavit Of S. Durfee; (6) 
Verified Response To Court Order Dated August 
18, 2011 Cross Motion For Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of S. Durfee In Opposition To The Stephen S Dunn 
Defendant's Motions To Dismiss And For 
















Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County 
ROI\ Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 
Holli Telford Lundahl vs. Sandra Copeland, etal. 
User 
DESCHAMP Notice to this Court that Plaintiff was not served 
with the Defendant's Replies filed into the Court 
Record on August 18, 2011 until the Clerk 
tendered copies of these replies to Plaintiff on 
September 2, 2011 
SKIDMORE Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
09/07/2011 02:00 PM: Hearing Held Motions to 
Dismiss, Motions to Quash and Motions for 
Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Amended Return Of Personal Service On 
Defendant Smith County Assessor Gary Barber 
SKIDMORE Amended Return Of Personal Service On 
Defendant Tab Beall 
SKIDMORE Amended Return Of Personal Service On 
Defendant The Law Offices of Purdue, Brandon, 
Felder, Collins @ Mott LLP 
COBURN Amended Return Of "Personal Service of on 
Defendant Smith County AKA Smith County 
Trustee 
SKIDMORE Memorandum Decision On Defendants' Motion 
For Summary Judgment 
SKIDMORE Civil Disposition entered for: Attorney Tab Beall,, 
Defendant; Law Offices Of Purdue, Eta!,, 
Defendant; Smith County Trustee,, Defendant; 
Smith County,, Defendant; Tax Assessor Gary 
Barber,, Defendant. Filing date: 10/3/2011 
SKIDMORE STATUS CHANGED: Closed 
SKIDMORE IRCP Rule 11(a)(2)(B)Motion For 
Reconsideration Of The Court's Summary 
Judgment Entered In Favor Of Gary Barber, Tab 
Beal, Law Offices Of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, 
Collins & Mott, And Smith County Request For 
Rule 54(b) Certification After Reconsideration Of 
The Summary Judgment Above Stated Request 
For Rule 54(b) Certification Of The Rule 68 
Settlement Judgment Between Lisa Nielsen And 
Holli Telford Request To Certifiy As A Final 
Judgment Under Rule 54(b) The Court's Order 
Denying Defaults And Default Judgments Against 
The Remainder Defendant's Because Plaintiff 
Served These Defendants By Certified Mail 
Versus Personal Service Under Idaho's 
Consumer Protection Act's Service Statute As 
Permitted For Tortfeasors Residing Out Of State 
Motion To Stay The Trial Proceedings As To The 
Remainder Defendants Until The Supreme Has 
Interpreted Idaho's Consumer Protection Act's 
Service Statute 
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Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 
Holli Telford Lundahl vs. Sandra Copeland, eta!. 
User 
SKIDMORE Plaintiff's Request To Schedule A Hearing Date 
On Her IRCP Rule 11(b) Motion To Reconsider 
The Court's Interlocutory Ruling To Dismiss 
Plaintiff's Claims Against The Smith County 
Defendants And For Rule 54(B) Certification 
SKIDMORE Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/21/2011 03:30 
PM) Motion To Reconsider 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Hearing 
SKIDMORE Order 
SKIDMORE Response To Plaintiff's Motion For 
Reconsideration And Request For 54(b) 
Certificate, Filed October 18, 2011 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Lisa Nielsen Confirming Rule 68 
Settlement Judgment 
SKIDMORE Verified Plaintiff's Reply Response To The 
Defendant's Opposition To Plaintiff's IRCP Rule 
11 (a)(2)(B) Motion For Reconsideration Of The 
Court's Summary Judgment Entered In Favor Of 
Gary Barber, Tab Beal, Law Offices Of Purdue, 
Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott, And Smith 
County And Request For Rule 54(b) Certification 
As To Appearing Parties 
SKIDMORE Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
11/21/2011 03:30 PM: Hearing Vacated Motion 
To Reconsider 
SKIDMORE Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/14/2012 03:30 
PM) Motion to Reconsider 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Hearing 
COBURN Notice of filing renotarized affidavit of holli telford 
to replace the original affidavit of holli telford 
dated july 18, 2011 and filed in opposition to 
defendants smith county gary barber attorney tab 
beall and law offices of purdue brandon felder 
collins and motts motions to dismiss and for 
summary judgment based on tampering wtih the 
original affidavit by oneida county officials thus 
rendering the original affidavit incompentent 
User: SKIDMO 
Judge 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
COBURN Affidavit of holli telford in opposition to defendants Stephen S Dunn 
smith county tax assessor gary barber attorney 
tab beall and law offices of purdue brandon felder 
collins and motts motions to dismiss and motions 
for summary judgment 
SKIDMORE Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Stephen S Dunn 
















Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 
Holli Telford Lundahl vs. Sandra Copeland, etal. 
User 
COBURN Plaintiffs Objection to 1 opposing counsel 
preparing the memorandum decision re 
proceedings conducted on february 14 2012 or 
any other orders or judgments in this case 2 the 
courts interpretation of what constitutes a tort as 
applied to the claims raised in plaintiffs original 
pleading and additional issues or claims tried in 
papers filed with the court 3 the courts refusal to 
allow plaintiff to amend the complaint to meet the 
evidence up to the date of the hearing conducted 
on february 14 2012 and the courts error of 
advocating a defense which the defendant waived 
SKIDMORE Minute Entry and Order 
SKIDMORE Memorandum Decision On Plaintiffs Motion For 
Reconsideration Re: Smith County Texas; Smith 
County Tax Assessor Gary Barber; Attorney Tab 
Beall; Law Offices Of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins & Mott 
SKIDMORE Judgment 
SKIDMORE Civil Disposition entered for: Copeland, Sandra, 
Defendant; Mills, Admitra, Defendant; Harmon, 
Jeanette, Defendant; Kelley, Cody, Defendant; 
Kelley, Paul Jr., Defendant; Estate Of Paul Kelley 
Sr.,, Defendant; Smith County Trustee,, 
Defendant; Ross, Artie, Defendant; Neilson, Lisa, 
Defendant. Filing date: 2/29/2012 
SKIDMORE Motions To: (1) Vacate Filing Date Of February 
29, 2012 Memorandum Decision And Final 
Judgment Entered In The Above Stated Case On 
The Grounds That Plaintiff Was Not Served A 
Copy Of These Rulings, (2) Refile These 
Documents Into The Docket With A New Filing 
Date So That Plaintiff Is Not Prejudiced From 
Objecting To Any Matter In These Rulings Upon 
Receiving Notice Of Them And (3) Order That All 
Process Be Served Upon Plaintiff Electronically 
Due To Perjured Service Certificates By Oneida 
County Clerk Diane Skidmore 
SKIDMORE Memorandum Decision On Plaintiffs Motion To 
Vacate Judgment Filing Date 
SKIDMORE Request For Hearing And Decision On Written 
Pleadings By April 11, 2012 Affidavit Of Holli 
Telford Asserting Numerous Errors In The Court's 
February 29, 2012 Judgment And Moving For 
Relief From That Judgment Pursuant To l.R.C.P. 
Rule 60(b )(6) 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Holli Telford Asserting Numerous 
Errors In The Court's February 29, 2012 
Judgment And Moving For Relief From That 




Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 





















Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 
Holli Telford Lundahl vs. Sandra Copeland, etal. 
User 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Michel Slicker Supporting: Plaintiff's 
Attack On February 29, 2012 Judgment And 
Moving For Relief From That Judgment Pursuant 
to l.R.C.P. Rule 60(b)(6) 
SKIDMORE Affidavit Of Ferron Stokes Supporting: Plaintiff's 
Attack On February 29, 2012 Judgment And 
Moving For Relief From That Judgment Pursuant 
To l.R.C.P. Rule 60(b)(6) 
SKIDMORE Memorandum Decision On Plaintiff's Motion For 
Relief From The Judgment 
SKIDMORE Objection To Certain Portions Of The Court's 
Order Denying Plaintiff's Motion For Relief From 
Judgment Second Motion For Leave Of The 
Court To Amend The Complaint 
SKIDMORE Order on Plaintiff's Objection to Order Denying 
Relief From Judgment 
SKIDMORE NOTICE OF APPEAL 
SKIDMORE Motion and Affidavit For Fee Waiver For Appeal 
SKIDMORE Ex Parte Motion To Amend Order Waiving 
Appellate Fees To Include Clerk's Record Fees In 
Addition Thereto 
SKIDMORE Order On Plaintiff's Motion For Waiver Of Clerk's 
Record Fee 
SKIDMORE Certificate of Service - Appeal Sent To Attorneys, 
Faxed to S.C. 




Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE 1. Objection To The Clerk's Record Prepared For Stephen S Dunn 
Appeal In This Action; 2. Notice Of Non-Receipt 
Of Defendant's Objection; 3. Request For A 
Hearing To Augment Or Correct The Record 
(Certified Copy Faxed To Supreme Court) 
. SKIDMORE Plaintiff's Objection To Defendant's Objection To Stephen S Dunn 
The Clerk's Record 
SKIDMORE Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Stephen S Dunn 
09/19/2012 02:00 PM) Objections to Clerk's 
Record 
SKIDMORE STATUS CHANGED: Reopened Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Notice Of Hearing Stephen S Dunn 
SKIDMORE Notice and Motion That Plaintiff Cannot Make the Stephen S Dunn 
New Hearing Date Scheduled By the Court and 
Requests That a Later Date Be Scheduled 
SKIDMORE Continued (Hearing Scheduled 10/09/2012 Stephen S Dunn 
02:00 PM) Objections to Clerk's Record 








Sixth Judicial District Court - Oneida County User: SKIDMO 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000066 Current Judge: Stephen S Dunn 






Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled scheduled Stephen S Dunn 
on 10/09/2012 02:00 PM: Hearing Heid 
Objections to Clerk's Record 
Affidavit of Holli Telford Refiling Exhibits into the Stephen S Dunn 
Record as authorized by Judge Dunn on October 
9, 2012 that (1) the clerk either erroneously failed 
to affix a file stamp onto the record when 
submitted for filing, or (2) the evidentiary exhibits 
previously submitted to the clerk as part of Holli 
Telford's affidavits and Referred too in Holli's 
affidavits are now missing from the Court's record 
Plaintiffs Objection To Judge Dunn's October 15, Stephen S Dunn 
2012 Order Including Errored Findings 
Audiorecording And Hearing Transcripts Attached 
Hereto As Exhibits 1 and 2 Affidavits Attached As 
Exhibits 3 
- t l ... 
HOLLI TELFORD 
10621 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
208-4 73-5800 
SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO 






Case No. 2011 - CV - 0000066 
REQUEST FOR CLERK'S ENTRY OF 
DEFAULT AND DEFAULT JUDGMENT 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULES OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE RULE 55(a) AND 
(b )(1) 
In this case Defendant SMITH COUNTY, has been properly served with 
process and has failed to appear or defend this action, and the time allowed by law for 
answering the Verified Complaint has expired. The Default of Defendant Smith County 
is therefore entered according to law. 
Plaintiff also requests a Default Judgment be entered against Defendant 
Smith County subsequent to entry of the Default and pursuant to the admitted 
allegations made in her Verified Complaint, including the Prayer. 1 This Default 
Judgment shall include : statutory money damages, restitution, an injunction 
and other equitable relief as authorized by law. Furthermore, this Default 
1. Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 55(b)(1) provides: Default judgment by the 
court or clerk. When the plaintiff's claim against a defendant is for a sum certain or for a sum 
which can by computation be made certain, ... the clerk thereof, upon request of the plaintiff, 
and upon the filing of an affidavit of the amount due and showing the method of computation, 
shall enter judgment for that amount and costs against the defendant, if the defendant has 
been defaulted for failure to appear and if the defendant is not an infant or incompetent 
person. Any application for a default judgment must contain written certification of the name 
of the party against whom judgment is requested and the address most likely to give the 
defendant notice of such default judgment, and the clerk shall use such address in giving 
such party notice of judgment. 
- /.2."" 
Judgment shall be limited in money damages to date due to it's expedited default 
nature. 
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that plaintiff have and recover from 
Defendant Smith County, a joint and several money judgment in the statutory sum of 
$21,800 as provided by Idaho Code§ 48-608(1) and Idaho Code§ 18-7805 for violation of 
Idaho's Consumer Protection Act, Communications fraud, Theft by False Promise and 
Attempted Theft by Extortion. In addition, should this default and default judgment be 
successfully challenged by the County entities as alter egos of one another for any reason, 
plaintiff will be permitted to seek several hundred thousand in extra contractual damages that 
would be incurred by plaintiff for breach of the covenant of good faith and fair dealing with 
respect to plaintiff's accepted bid contract found at exhibit "3" attached to plaintiff's complaint. 
Plaintiff will also be permitted to amend her complaint to include a claim for Tortious 
Interference With Third Party Contracts, and further, will be permitted to seek punitive 
damages as to both torts of Bad Faith Breach and Tortious Interference. In addition, 
Plaintiff will be permitted to reinstate her demand for a jury trial as asserted in her Verified 
Complaint. Plaintiff is also entitled to the costs of this suit in the amount of $88, and 
prejudgment interest from the date of June 1, 2011 to June 28, 2011 in the amount of $212 
resulting in a total money judgment of $22, 100 plus interest at the statutory rate of 
10% per annum from this date until this amount is paid in full. IT IS FURTHER 
ORDERED that this money judgment shall be the joint and several liability of defendants 
Smith County Trustee, Smith County Assessor Gary Barber and Smith County, as alter 
egos of one another. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED that the statutory money judgment owed plaintiff 
supra in the amount of $22, 100 shall be set off against the market value of the land lot being 
$4,200 as identified exhibit "3" attached to the verified complaint (given the burned down 
building on the property has a negative demolition value.). This leaves a remainder money 
judgment owed plaintiff of $18, 100 after the set off is applied. This remainder money 
judgment shall be paid to plaintiff in an expeditious manner and in not less than 60 days 
from the date of entry of this default judgment, unless otherwise agreed to by plaintiff. If this 
money judgment is not paid to plaintiff within 60 days, plaintiff will be entitled to further 
statutory damages under Idaho Code§ 18-7805. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED pursuant to Idaho Code § 
48-608(1) that the equitable relief of specific performance shall be granted to the plaintiff. 
In consideration of this judgment of specific performance, Smith County is DIRECTED and 
ORDERED to: (1) Accept the bid contract made between plaintiff and the Smith County 
Trustee found at exhibit "3" attached to the Verified Complaint; (2) Execute title of the 
subject real property into plaintiffs name; and (3) forever release all rights, title and 
interest in the subject real property to plaintiff. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that defendant Smith County 
shall execute full restitution of the subject real property to plaintiff immediately upon entry of 
this default judgment. 
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that defendant Smith County will 
within 6 weeks of the entry of this default judgment, direct County employees to haul off and 
carry away certain trash and debris located on the subject real property at Smith County's 
costs and at the sole discretion of plaintiff and/or her agent. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Smith County shall be 
permanently enjoined from engaging in any conduct that could be construed as Bad Faith 
Breach of: (1) this judgment, (2) the bid contract found at exhibit "3" attached to the Verified 
Complaint, and/or (3) any other obligations due plaintiff by contract and under the law. IT 
IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Smith County Trustee is permanently 
enjoined from tortiously interfering with plaintiffs third party contracts or from exercising 
extortion under color of law as applied to plaintiffs third party contacts. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Smith County shall 
immediately transfer of all title, rights and interest in the subject real property to plaintiff within 
one week of this default judgment being entered, shall see to it that the deed documents are 
recorded with the Smith County Clerk and Smith County Appraisal District in accordance with 
plaintiffs wishes within 2 weeks after entry of this default judgment, and shall expedite 
the turn over and delivery of all original title/deed documents to plaintiff within 3 weeks of 
the entry of this judgment. 
*** This section was intentionally left blank 
IT IS Fl NALLY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Smith County shall not 
otherwise trespass onto the subject real property outside of the limited and time restricted 
purposes given to expedite this judgment, or as may be permitted by established law at the 
time this default judgment is and was entered. 
DATED this _ __,/.."'""2.~'J_tf"-__ day of_--=-'-~Ju-...'.f'=~"'-----' 2011. 
~lerk of the? District Court 
and bearing the official seal. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, hereby certify that on the ___ day of ___ , 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document upon the following individual by US. Mail: 
Dated: 
Smith County 
Attentioned: County Judge Joel Baker 
200 E. Ferguson, Ste # 100 
Tyler, Texas 75702 
Deputy Clerk 
HOLLI TELFORD 
10621 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
208-4 73-5800 
SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO 




SM ITH GOU NTY 
Defendant 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
COUNTY OF ONEIDA) 
SS 
Case No. 2011 - CV - 0000066 
AFFIDAVIT OF HOLLI TELFORD 
IN SUPPORT OF 
REQUEST FOR CLERK'S ENTRY OF 
DEFAULT AND DEFAULT JUDGMENT 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULES OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE RULE 55(a) AND 
(b)(1) 
I, Holli Telford, being first duly sworn, states: 
1. I am the plaintiff in the above stated action and I have personal knowledge 
of the facts set forth in this Affidavit. 
2. That the Verified Complaint and Summons were properly served upon the 
Defendant Smith County on June 4, 2011 as shown by the attested Return Of Service 
attached hereto as exhibit "1 ". 
3. That the defendant has not, as of this date, filed an Answer or otherwise 
appeared to defend against the allegations in the Verified Complaint. 
4. That the Defendant is not an infant or incompetent person. 
5. Defendant is not now, nor in the previous six months has been, a 
member of the Armed Forces of the United States of America or it's allies. 
6. Defendant is not entitled to any statutory remedy of redemption; 
7. Defendant owes me an actual damages of $5,450 as provided under 
Idaho Code § 48-608(1) : Any person who purchases ... goods ... services and thereby 
suffers any ascertainable loss of money or property, real or personal, as a result of the use 
or employment by another person of a method, act or practice declared unlawful by this 
chapter, may bring an action to recover actual damages. Attached hereto as exhibit "2" 
are the bank transaction statements showing that M.D. Diet Trust paid for certain property 
improvements to and for the benefit of Smith County entities prior to the initiation of this 
lawsuit in the actual total amount of $5,450. I am statutorily entitled to damages in this 
amount under Idaho's Consumer Protection Act. The record also shows that County entities 
engaged in multiple violations of Idaho Code sections 18-2403(1) (d), 18-2403(1)(e)(7) and 
18-2403(1)(e)(8) which also resulted in the actual damage amount of $5,450 as stated supra. 
Idaho code section 18-7805 (a) provides ... "a person who sustains injury to his person, 
business, or property by a pattern of racketeering activity is .. entitled to 3 times the actual 
damages proved, the cost of suit and reasonable attorneys fees. Since I have provided bank 
transactions showing an actual damage amount of $5,450 before this suit was instituted, than 
as a matter of law, I am entitled to an additional treble damage award of $16,350 added to 
the actual damages of $5, 450; thus making the total damages due me $21,800.00 for 
violations of Idaho's Consumer Protection Act and Racketeering Act. 
8. The defendant also owes me $88 in court costs and service fees and 
prejudgment interest in the amount of $212. The total money judgment owed me at the 
time of entry of this default and default judgment is $22, 100.00. I am also entitled to 
statutory post judgment interest at the rate of 10% until this judgment is paid. 
9. These same statutes also provide for restitution, injunctive and equitable 
relief, the terms of which I have set forth in my default and default judgment. 
10. The County entities that I have sued are alter egos of one another. 
Therefore I seek to enforce my money judgment against each county entity, as a joint and 
several money judgment to be satisfied as a mutual obligation by any county entity. 
*** This section is intentionally left blank 
11. I certify that the address most likely to give the Defendant Smith County 
notice of this default and judgment is: 
DATED this 
Smith County 
Upon: County Judge Joel Baker 
200 E. Ferguson Ste #100 
Tyler, Texas 75702 
2011. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN I AFFIRMED before me, this J""""...(_,, z,1, 'Z:: ,, 
HOLLI TELFORD 
10621 S. OLD HIGHWAY 191 
MALAD CITY, IDAHO 83252 
208-473-5800 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DIS1RICT OF THE 













RETURN OF SERVICE ON 
SUMMONS AND VERIFIED 
COMPLAINT 
I, Ferron Stokes, declare as follows: 
I. I am a resident of Box Elder County, State of Utah, over the age of 18 years, 
and not a party to the above entitled action. 
2. On the 4th day June, 2011, I served copies of the Summons and Verified 
Complaint in the above entitled action, pursuant to a specific service statute under Idaho's Consumer 
Protection Act i.e. LC. section 48-613 which provides ... Service of any notice, demand, summons or 
subpoena under this act (may be obtained through), substituted service ..• in the following manner: 
(1) Personal service thereof without this state; or 
(2) The mailing thereof by registered or certified mail to the last knovm place of 
business, residence or abode within or without this state of such person for whom 
the same is intended; or 
(3) As to any person, in the manner provided in the Idaho rules of civil procedure as 
if a complaint which institutes a civil proceeding had been filed. 
This nerver certifies that on June 4, 2011, he served defendant Sl\llTH COUNTY 
by certified mail addressed to their designated agent of service, the County Judge Joel Baker pursuant * 
to Texas Civil Prac. & Rem. Section l 7.024(a) at Judge Joel Baker's designated office address being: 
200 E. Ferguson, Ste.# 100, Tyler, Texas 75702. This form of service was authorized by both 
Idaho Code section 4S-613 for actions brought under Idaho's Consumer Protection Act. 
Attached to this Return of Service is a copy of the certified mail receipt verifying such service was 
made. Following that is the USPS electronic proof of delivery. 
I attest the foregoing is true and correct under penalty of perjury in accordance with 28 
USC section 1746(2) as applicable to the laws of both the states of Utah, Idaho and these United 
States. 
Affiant's signature Affiant's printed name 
-~-
HOLLI TELFORD 
assignQQ to M_D.Di~t Trust 
10621 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
l 
ORIGltJAL Filed AT 1ltJ.2.. O'clock 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 
(Location: 10 Court Street. Malad City, Idaho 83252) 







SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; ) 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF ) 
PAUL KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY 
TRUSTEE; TAX ASSESSOR GARY ) 
GARY BARBER; SMITH COUNTY; ARTIE 
ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB BEAELL; LAW ) 
OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON, 
FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; LISA 






CJJ -- w J I -G4 
NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF(S): THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE 
UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW. 
TO: Defendant Smith County 
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written 
response must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days after service of this 
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond the court may enter judgment against you as 
demanded byihe plaintiff in her Verified Complaint. 
- Z...1-
M 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the 
advice of or representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that 
your written response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected. 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule 10(a)(1) and other 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include: 
1. The title and number of this case. 
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or 
denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may claim. 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiff or plaintiff's 
attorney, as designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the 
Clerk of the above-named court. 
DATED this .,3.d day of ~ , f!!J(Mj[ 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
By ad~) 
Depu Clerk 
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SMITH COUNTY TAX ASSESSOR 
GARY BARBER 
Defendant 
Case No. 2011 - CV - 0000066 
REQUEST FOR CLERK'S ENTRY OF 
DEFAULT AND DEFAULT JUDGMENT 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULES OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE RULE 55(a) AND 
(b)(1) 
In this case Defendant SMITH COUNTY TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER, 
has been properly served with process and has failed to appear or defend this action, 
and the time allowed by law for answering the Verified Complaint has expired. The 
Default of Defendant Smith County Tax Assessor Gary Barber is therefore entered 
according to law. 
Plaintiff also requests a Default Judgment be entered against Defendant 
Smith County Tax Assessor Gary Barber subsequent to entry of the Default and pursuant 
to the admitted allegations made in her Verified Complaint, including the Prayer. 1 
This Default Judgment shall include : statutory money damages, restitution, 
1. Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 55(b )(1) provides: Default judgment by the 
court or clerk. When the plaintiffs claim against a defendant is for a sum certain or for a sum 
which can by computation be made certain, ... the clerk thereof, upon request of the plaintiff, 
and upon the filing of an affidavit of the amount due and showing the method of computation, 
shall enter judgment for that amount and costs against the defendant, if the defendant has 
been defaulted for failure to appear and if the defendant is not an infant or incompetent 
person. Any application for a default judgment must contain written certification of the name 
of the party against whom judgment is requested and the address most likely to give the 
defendant notice of such default judgment, and the clerk shall use such address in giving 
such party notice of judgment. 
an injunction and other equitable relief as authorized by law. Furthermore, 
this Default Judgment shall be limited in money damages to date due to it's 
expedited default nature. 
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that plaintiff have and recover from 
Defendant Smith County Tax Assessor Gary Barber, a joint and several money judgment 
in the statutory sum of $21,800 as provided by Idaho Code § 48-608(1) and Idaho Code 
§ 18-7805 for violation of Idaho's Consumer Protection Act, Communications fraud, Theft by 
False Promise and Attempted Theft by Extortion. In addition, should this default and default 
judgment be successfully challenged by the County entities as alter egos of one another for 
any reason, plaintiff will be permitted to seek several hundred thousand in extra contractual 
damages that would be incurred by plaintiff for breach of the covenant of good faith and fair 
dealing with respect to plaintiffs accepted bid contract found at exhibit "3" attached to 
plaintiffs complaint Plaintiff will also be permitted to amend her complaint to include a claim 
for Tortious Interference With Third Party Contracts, and further, will be permitted to seek 
punitive damages as to both torts of Bad Faith Breach and Tortious Interference. In 
addition, Plaintiff will be permitted to reinstate her demand for a jury trial as asserted in her 
Verified Complaint. Plaintiff is also entitled to the costs of this suit in the amount of $88, 
and prejudgment interest from the date of June 1, 2011 to June 28, 2011 in the amount of 
$212 resulting in a total money judgment of $22, 100 plus interest at the statutory rate 
of 10% per annum from this date until this amount is paid in full. IT IS FURTHER 
ORDERED that this money judgment shall be the joint and several liability of defendants 
Smith County Trustee, Smith County Assessor Gary Barber and Smith County, as alter 
egos of one another. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED that the statutory money judgment owed plaintiff 
supra in the amount of $22, 100 shall be set off against the market value of the land lot being 
$4,200 as identified exhibit "3" attached to the verified complaint (given the burned down 
building on the property has a negative demolition value.). This leaves a remainder money 
judgment owed plaintiff of $18,100 after the set off is applied. This remainder money 
judgment shall be paid to plaintiff in an expeditious manner and in not less than 60 days 
from the date of entry of this default judgment, unless otherwise agreed to by plaintiff. If this 
money judgment is not paid to plaintiff within 60 days, plaintiff will be entitled to further 
statutory damages under Idaho Code § 18-7805. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED pursuant to Idaho Code § 
48-608(1) that the equitable relief of specific performance shall be granted to the plaintiff. 
In consideration of this judgment of specific performance, Smith County Tax Assessor Gary 
Barber is DIRECTED and ORDERED to: (1) Accept the bid contract made between 
plaintiff and the Smith County Trustee found at exhibit "3" attached to the Verified Complaint; 
(2) Execute title of the subject real property into plaintiffs name; (3) forever release 
all rights, title and interest in the subject real property to plaintiff, and (4) correct the 
value of the subject real property to $4,500 with $4,200 as the assessed value of the land 
and $300 as the assessed value of the building. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that defendant Smith County 
Tax Assessor Gary Barber shall execute full restitution of the subject real property to plaintiff 
immediately upon entry of this default judgment. 
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that defendant Smith County Tax 
Assessor Gary Barber will within 6 weeks of the entry of this default judgment, direct County 
employees to haul off and carry away certain trash and debris located on the subject real 
property at Smith County's costs and at the sole discretion of plaintiff and/or her agent. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Smith County Tax 
Assessor Gary Barber shall be permanently enjoined from engaging in any conduct that 
could be construed as Bad Faith Breach of: (1) this judgment, (2) the bid contract found at 
exhibit "3" attached to the Verified Complaint, and/or (3) any other obligations due plaintiff 
by contract and under the law. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Smith 
County Tax Assessor Gary Barber is permanently enjoined from tortiously interfering with 
plaintiffs third party contracts or from exercising extortion under color of law as applied to 
plaintiffs third party contacts. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Smith County shall 
immediately transfer of all title, rights and interest in the subject real property to plaintiff within 
one week of this default judgment being entered, shall see to it that the deed documents are 
recorded with the Smith County Clerk and Smith County Appraisal District in accordance with 
plaintiffs wishes within 2 weeks after entry of this default judgment, and shall expedite 
the turn over and delivery of all original title/deed documents to plaintiff within 3 weeks of 
the entry of this judgment. 
*** This section was intentionally left blank 
IT IS FINALLY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Smith County Tax 
Assessor Gary Barber shall not otherwise trespass onto the subject real property outside of 
the limited and time restricted purposes given to expedite this judgment, or as may be 
permitted by established law at the time this default judgment is and was entered. 
Clerk of the· Tui>trict Court 
and bearing the official seal. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, hereby certify that on the ___ day of __ _, 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document upon the following individual by US. Mail: 
Dated: 
Smith County Tax Assessor Gary Barber 
1517 W. Front Street 
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SMITH COUNTY TAX ASSESSOR 
GARY BARBER 
Defendant 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
COUNTY OF ONEIDA) 
SS 
Case No. 2011 - CV - 0000066 
AFFIDAVIT OF HOLLI TELFORD 
IN SUPPORT OF 
REQUEST FOR CLERK'S ENTRY OF 
DEFAULT AND DEFAULT JUDGMENT 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULES OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE RULE 55(a) AND 
(b)(1) 
I, Holli Telford, being first duly sworn, states: 
1. I am the plaintiff in the above stated action and I have personal knowledge 
of the facts set forth in this Affidavit. 
2. That the Verified Complaint and Summons were properly served upon the 
Defendant Smith County Tax Assessor Gary Barber on June 4, 2011 as shown by the 
attested Return Of Service attached hereto as exhibit "1". 
3. That the defendant has not, as of this date, filed an Answer or otherwise 
appeared to defend against the allegations in the Verified Complaint. 
4. That the Defendant is not an infant or incompetent person. 
5. Defendant is not now, nor in the previous six months has been, a 
member of the Armed Forces of the United States of America or it's allies. 
6. Defendant is not entitled to any statutory remedy of redemption; 
7. Defendant owes me an actual damages of $5,450 as provided under 
Idaho Code § 48-608(1) : Any person who purchases ... goods ... services and thereby 
suffers any ascertainable loss of money or property, real or personal, as a result of the use 
or employment by another person of a method, act or practice declared unlawful by this 
chapter, may bring an action to recover actual damages. Attached hereto as exhibit "2" 
are the bank transaction statements showing that M.D. Diet Trust paid for certain property 
improvements to and for the benefit of Smith County entities prior to the initiation of this 
lawsuit in the actual total amount of $5,450. I am statutorily entitled to damages in this 
amount under Idaho's Consumer Protection Act. The record also shows that County entities 
engaged in multiple violations of Idaho Code sections 18-2403(1) (d), 18-2403(1)(e)(7) and 
18-2403(1)(e)(8) which also resulted in the actual damage amount of $5,450 as stated supra. 
Idaho code section 18-7805 (a) provides ... "a person who sustains injury to his person, 
business, or property by a pattern of racketeering activity is .. entitled to 3 times the actual 
damages proved, the cost of suit and reasonable attorneys fees. Since I have provided bank 
transactions showing an actual damage amount of $5,450 before this suit was instituted, than 
as-a matter of law, I am entitled to an additional treble damage award of $16,350 added to 
the actual damages of $5, 450; thus making the total damages due me $21,800.00 for 
violations of Idaho's Consumer Protection Act and Racketeering Act. 
8. The defendant also owes me $88 in court costs and service fees and 
prejudgment interest in the amount of $212. The total money judgment owed me at the 
time of entry of this default and default judgment is $22, 100.00. I am also entitled to 
statutory post judgment interest at the rate of 10% until this judgment is paid. 
9. These same statutes also provide for restitution, injunctive and equitable 
relief, the terms of which I have set forth in my default and default judgment. 
10. The County entities that I have sued are alter egos of one another. 
Therefore I seek to enforce my money judgment against each county entity, as a joint and 
several money judgment to be satisfied as a mutual obligation by any county entity. 
*** This section is intentionally left blank 
11. I certify that the address most likely to give the Defendant Smith County 
Tax Assessor Gary Barber notice of this default and judgment is: 
Smith County Tax Assessor Gary Barber 
1517 W. Front St. 
Tyler, Texas 75702 
HOLLI TELFORD 
10621 S. OLD HIGHWAY 191 
MALAD CITY, IDAHO 83252 
208-473-5800 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONEIDA 
HOLLI TELFORD ) 




SMITH COUNTY~SESSOR GARY 
) RETURN OF SERVICE ON 
SUMMONS AND VERIFIED 
COMPLAINT BARBER ) 
Defendants ) 
I, Ferron Stokes, declare as follows: 
1. I am a resident of Box Elder County, State of Utah, over the age of 18 years, 
and not a party to the above entitled action. 
2. On the 4th day June, 2011, I served copies of the Summons and Verified 
Complaint in the above entitled action, pursuant to a specific service statute under Idaho's Consumer 
Protection Act i.e. LC. section 48-613 which provides ... Service of any notice, demand, summons or 
subpoena under this act (may be obtained through), substituted service ... in the following manner: 
(1) Personal service thereof without this state; or 
(2) The mailing thereof by registered or certified mail to the last known place of 
business, residence or abode within or without this state of such person for whom 
the same is intended; or 
(3) As to any person, in the manner provided in the Idaho rules of civil procedure as 
if a complaint which institutes a civil proceeding had been filed. 
This £erver certifies that on June 4, 2011, he served defendant SMITH COUNTY 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER by certified mail addressed to his designated office 
\l I t1 
-:3il-
address being: 1517 W. Front St., Tyler, Texas 75702. This form of service was authorized by both 
Idaho Code section 4-S-613 for actions brought under Idaho's Consumer Protection Act. . 
Attached to this Return of Service is a copy of the certified mail receipt verifying such service was 
made. Following that is the USPS electronic proof of delivery. 
I attest the foregoing is true and correct under penalty of perjury in accordance with 28 
USC section 1746(2) as applicable to the laws of both the states of Utah, Idaho and these United 
States. 
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~ssignGe to M.D.Diet Trust 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 
(Location: 10 Court Street. Malad City, Idaho 83252) 





SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; ) 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF ) 
PAUL KELLEY SR.; SMITH COUNTY 
TRUSTEE; TAX ASSESSOR GARY ) 
GARY BARBER; SMITH COUNTY; ARTIE 
ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB BEAELL; LAW ) 
OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON, 
FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; LISA ) 




SMITH COUNTY TAX 
ASSESSOR GARY BARBER 
t,Me !l)GJ,, 
cu~ J-011 -&It 
NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF(S): THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE 
UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW. 
TO: Defendant Smith County Tax Assessor Gary Barber 
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written 
response must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days after service of this 
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond the court may enter judgment against you as 
demanded byihe plaintiff in her Verified Complaint. 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the 
advice of or representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that 
your written response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected. 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule 10(a}(1) and other 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include: 
1. The title and number of this case. 
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or 
denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may claim. 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiff or plaintiff's 
attorney, as designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the 
Clerk of the above-named court. 
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ATTORNEY TAD BEALL 
Defendant 
Case No. 2011 - CV - 0000066 
REQUEST FOR CLERK'S ENTRY OF 
DEFAULT AND DEFAULT JUDGMENT 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULES OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE RULE 55(a) AND 
(b)(1) 
In this case Defendant Attorney Tad Beall, has been properly served with 
process and has failed to appear or defend this action, and the time allowed by law for 
answering the verified Complaint has expired. The Default of Defendant Attorney Tad 
Beall is therefore entered according to law. 
Plaintiff also requests a Default Judgment be entered against Defendant 
Attorney Ted Beall subsequent to entry of the Default and pursuant to the admitted 
allegations made in her Verified Complaint, including the Prayer. 1 This Default 
Judgment shall include : statutory money damages, an injunction and other 
equitable relief as authorized by law. Furthermore, this Default Judgment shall be 
1. Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 55(b )(1) provides: Default judgment by the 
court or clerk. When the plaintiffs claim against a defendant is for a sum certain or for a sum 
which can by computation be made certain, ... the clerk thereof, upon request of the plaintiff, 
and upon the filing of an affidavit of the amount due and showing the method of computation, 
shall enter judgment for that amount and costs against the defendant, if the defendant has 
been defaulted for failure to appear and if the defendant is not an infant or incompetent 
person. Any application for a default judgment must contain written certification of the name 
of the party against whom judgment is requested and the address most likely to give the 
defendant notice of such default judgment, and the clerk shall use such address in giving 
such party notice of judgment. · 
limited in money damages to date due to it's expedited default nature. 
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that plaintiff have and recover from 
Defendant Attorney Tad Beall, a money judgment in the statutory sum of $1000 as 
provided by Idaho Code § 48-608(1) under Idaho's Consumer Protection Act, together 
with the costs of suit in the amount of $88, and prejudgment interest from the date of 
June 1, 2011 to June 28, 2011 in the amount of $12, for a total money judgment of $1, 100 
plus interest at the statutory rate of 10% per annum from this date until this amount is 
paid in full. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED AND ADJUDGED pursuant to Idaho Code § 48-
608(1) that the equitable relief of specific performance shall be granted to the plaintiff. In 
consideration of this judgment of specific performance, the Smith County Trustee is 
DIRECTED and ORDERED to: (1) Accept the bid contract made between plaintiff and the 
Smith County Trustee found at exhibit "3" attached to the Verified Complaint; (2) Execute 
title of the subject real property into plaintiffs name; and (3) forever release all 
rights, title and interest in the subject real property to plaintiff .. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that defendant Attorney 
Tad Beall, shall be permanently enjoined from aiding and abetting county authorities in the 
tortious and bad faith breach of the bid contract found at exhibit "3" attached, shall assist 
county authorities in expediting transfer of all title, rights and interest in the subject real 
property to plaintiff within one week of this default judgment being entered, shall see to it that 
the deed documents are recorded with the Smith County Clerk and Smith County Appraisal 
District in accordance with plaintiffs wishes within 2 weeks after entry of this default 
judgment, and shall expedite the turn over and delivery of all original title/deed 
documents to plaintiff within 3 weeks of the entry of this judgment. 
Cl-erk of th{' District Court 
and bearing the official seal. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, hereby certify that on the ___ day of ___ , 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document upon the following individual by US. Mail: 
Attention: Attorney Tad Beall 
Law Offices Of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott 
205 S. Broadway # 200 
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ATTORNEY TAB BEALL 
Defendant 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
COUNTY OF ONEIDA) 
SS 
Case No. 2011 - CV- 0000066 
AFFIDAVIT OF HOLLI TELFORD 
IN SUPPORT OF 
REQUEST FOR CLERK'S ENTRY OF 
DEFAULT AND DEFAULT JUDGMENT 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULES OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE RULE 55(a) AND 
(b )(1) 
I, Holli Telford, being first duly sworn, states: 
1. I am the plaintiff in the above stated action and I have personal knowledge 
of the facts set forth in this Affidavit. 
2. That the Verified Complaint and Summons were properly served upon the 
Defendant Attorney Tab Beall on June 4, 2011 as shown by the attested Return Of 
Service attached hereto as exhibit "1 ". 
3. That the defendant has not, as of this date, filed an Answer or otherwise 
appeared to defend against the allegations in the Verified Complaint. 
4. That the Defendant is not an infant or incompetent person. 
5. Defendant is not now, nor in the previous six months has been, a 
member of the Armed Forces of the United States of America or it's allies. 
6. Defendant is not entitled to any statutory remedy of redemption; 
7. Defendant owes me an actual statutory damage amount of $1,000 as 
provided under Idaho Code § 48-608(1) : Any person who purchases ... goods ... services 
and thereby suffers any ascertainable loss of money or property, real or personal, as a result 
of the use or employment by another person of a method, act or practice declared unlawful by 
this chapter, may bring an action to recover actual damages or one thousand dollars 
($1,000), whichever is the greater. Here, I seek the $1,000 statutory damage remedy 
for this defendant's admitted breach of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act. 
8. The defendant also owes me $88 in court costs and service fees and 
prejudgment interest in the amount of $12. The total money judgment owed me at the time 
of entry of this default and default judgment is $1, 100.00. I am also entitled to 
statutory post judgment interest at the rate of 10% until this judgment is paid. 
9. I certify that the address most likely to give the Defendant Attorney Tab Beall 
notice of this default and judgment is: 
DATED this 
Attention: Attorney partner Tab Beall 
Law Offices of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, 
Collins & Mott 
206 S. Broadway #200 
Tyler, Texas 75702 
\\\\\\\llffff11, 
,,,,, ~ sKIDMo 111..z 
~ b..~ ••••••••••• 19,.._ ~ ' ~,-. ..  ... ~ 
~<::> •• •• • •• ~ (J 
.:::: : ..!.OTARy... -:::. I /\/ . 
~ : ~ ~ -~-~~l->d:J~--£~4~~~~c_~·~~·~·L~~·~&~·~=-~~~·~<~~~ = : : :: Notary Publi.c1or Idaho = ~ 0 : ~ 
-; \ /:I u a\.\ / .::: Residing at: '!1~:L.!./. c 1:--~ .,,,,. ·. ·o~ , .,,,, 




10621 S. OLD HWY 191. 
MALAD CITY, IDAHO 83252 
208-473-5800 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONEIDA 
HOLLI TELFORD ) 




) RETURN OF SERVICE ON 
ATTORNEY TAB BEALL, et al. SUMMONS MTD VERIFIED 
) COMPLAINT 
Defendants ) 
I, Ferron Stokes, declare as follows: 
1. I am a resident of Box Elder County, State of Utah, over the age of 18 years, 
and not a party to the above entitled action. 
2. On the 4th day June, 2011, I served copies of the Summons and Verified 
Complaint in the above entitled action, pursuant to a specific service statute under Idaho's Consumer 
Protection Act i.e. I.C. section 48-613 which provides ... Service of any notice, demand, summons or 
subpoena under this act (may be obtained through), substituted service . . . in the following manner: 
(1) Personal service thereof without this state; or 
(2) The mailing thereof by registered or certified mail to the last known place of 
business, residence or abode within or without this state of such person for whom 
the same is intended; or 
(3) As to any person, in the manner provided in the Idaho rules of civil procedure as 
if a complaint which institutes a civil proceeding had been filed. 
This server certifies that on June 4, 2011, he served defendant ATTORNEY TAB 
BEALL by service via certified mail to place of business at the Law offices of Purdue, Brown Felder, 
Collins & Mott, 205 S. Broadway, #200, Tyler Texas 75702. This form of service was authorized by 
Idaho Code section 48-613 for actions brought under Idaho's Consumer Protection Act. 
Attached to this Return of Service is a copy of the certified mail receipt verifying such service was 
made. 
I attest the foregoing is true and correct under penalty of perjury in accordance with 28 
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HOLLI TELFORD 
ORIGINAL 
assignee to M.D.Diet Trust 
10621 S. Old Hwy 191 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 
(Location: 10 Court Street. Malad City, Idaho 83252) 







SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; ) 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF 
PAUL KELLEY SR.; SMITH COUNTY 
TRUSTEE; TAX ASSESSOR GARY ) 
GARY BARBER; SMITH COUNTY; ARTIE 
ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB BEAELL; LAW ) 
OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON, 
FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; LISA ) 




ATTORNEY TAB BEALL,. 
NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF(S): THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE 
UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW. 
TO: Defendant ATTORNEY TAB BEALL 
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit,,. an appropriate written 
response must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days after service of this 
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond the court may enter judgment against you as 
demanded byihe plaintiff in her Verified Complaint. 
: 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the 
advice of or representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that 
your written response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected. 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule 10(a)(1) and other 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include: 
1. The title and number of this case. 
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or 
denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may claim. 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiff or plaintiff's 
attorney, as designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the 
Clerk of the above-named court. 
DATED this 
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LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON,: 
FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT 
Defendant 
Case No. 2011 - CV - 0000066 
REQUEST FOR CLERK'S ENTRY OF 
DEFAULT AND DEFAULT JUDGMENT 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULES OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE RULE 55(a) AND 
(b )(1) 
In this case Defendant the Law Offices of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins 
& Mott, have been properly served with process and have failed to appear or defend this 
action, and the time allowed by law for answering the verified Complaint has expired. The 
Default of Defendant the Law Offices of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott is 
therefore entered according to law. 
Plaintiff also requests a Default Judgment be entered against Defendant 
the Law Offices of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott subsequent to entry of the 
Default and pursuant to the admitted allegations made in her Verified Complaint, 
including the Prayer. 1 This Default Judgment shall include : statutory money 
1. Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 55(b)(1) provides: Default judgment by the 
court or clerk. When the plaintiffs claim against a defendant is for a sum certain or for a sum 
which can by computation be made certain, ... the clerk thereof, upon request of the plaintiff, 
and upon the filing of an affidavit of the amount due and showing the method of computation, 
shall enter judgment for that amount and costs against the defendant, if the defendant has 
been defaulted for failure to appear and if the defendant is not an infant or incompetent 
person. Any application for a default judgment must contain written certification of the name 
of the party against whom judgment is requested and the address most likely to give the 
defendant notice of such default judgment, and the clerk shall use such address in giving 
such party notice of judgment. 
-5l-
damages, an injunction and other equitable relief as authorized by law. 
Furthermore, this Default Judgment shall be limited in money damages to date due to 
it's expedited default nature. 
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that plaintiff have and recover from 
Defendant the Law Offices of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott, a money judgment 
in the statutory sum of $1000 as provided by Idaho Code § 48-608(1) under Idaho's 
Consumer Protection Act, together with the costs of suit in the amount of $88, and 
prejudgment interest from the date of June 1, 2011 to June 28, 2011 in the amount of $12, 
for a total money judgment of $1, 100 plus interest at the statutory rate of 10% per 
annum from this date until this amount is paid in full. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED AND ADJUDGED pursuant to Idaho Code § 48-
608(1) that the equitable relief of specific performance shall be granted to the plaintiff. In 
consideration of this judgment of specific performance, the Smith County Trustee is 
DIRECTED and ORDERED to: (1) Accept the bid contract made between plaintiff and the 
Smith County Trustee found at exhibit "3" attached to the Verified Complaint; (2) Execute 
title of the subject real. property into plaintiff's name; and (3) forever release all 
rights, title and interest in the subject real property to plaintiff .. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that defendant the Law 
Offices of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott shall be permanently enjoined from 
aiding and abetting county authorities in the tortious and bad faith breach of the bid contract 
found at exhibit "3" attached, shall assist county authorities in expediting transfer of all title, 
rights and interest in the subject real property to plaintiff within one week of this default 
judgment being entered, shall see to it that the deed documents are recorded with the Smith 
County Clerk and Smith County Appraisal District in accordance with plaintiffs wishes within 
2 weeks after entry of this default judgment, and shall expedite the turn over and delivery of 
all original title/deed documents to plaintiff within 3 weeks of the entry of this judgment. 
DATED this_~k~·'t_·o_··'--__ day of_~~~"-----' 2011. 
Clerk of theloistrict Court 
and bearing the official seal. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, hereby certify that on the ___ day of ___ , 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document upon the following individual by US. Mail: 
Law Offices Of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott 
205 S. Broadway # 200 
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LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON 
FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT 
Defendant 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
COUNTY OF ONEIDA) 
SS 
Case No. 2011 - CV- 0000066 
AFFIDAVIT OF HOLLI TELFORD 
IN SUPPORT OF 
REQUEST FOR CLERK'S ENTRY OF 
DEFAULT AND DEFAULT JUDGMENT 
PURSUANT TO IDAHO RULES OF 
CIVIL PROCEDURE RULE 55(a) AND 
(b)(1) 
I, Holli Telford, being first duly sworn, states: 
1. I am the plaintiff in the above stated action and I have personal knowledge 
of the facts set forth in this Affidavit. 
2. That the Verified Complaint and Summons were properly served upon the 
Defendant Law Offices of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott on June 4, 2011 as 
shown by the attested Return Of Service attached hereto as exhibit "1". 
3. That the defendant has not, as of this date, filed an Answer or otherwise 
appeared to defend against the allegations in the Verified Complaint. 
4. That the Defendant is not an infant or incompetent person. 
5. Defendant is not now, nor in the previous six months has been, a 
member of the Armed Forces of the United States of America or it's allies. 
6. Defendant is not entitled to any statutory remedy of redemption; 
7. Defendant owes me an actual statutory damage amount of $1,000 as 
provided under Idaho Code § 48-608(1) : Any person who purchases ... goods ... services 
and thereby suffers any ascertainable loss of money or property, real or personal, as a result 
of the use or employment by another person of a method, act or practice declared unlawful by 
this chapter, may bring an action to recover actual damages or one thousand dollars 
($1,000), whichever is the greater. Here, I seek the $1,000 statutory damage remedy 
for this defendant's admitted breach of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act. 
8. The defendant also owes me $88 in court costs and service fees and 
prejudgment interest in the amount of $12. The total money judgment owed me at the time 
of entry of this default and default judgment is $1, 100.00. I am also entitled to 
statutory post judgment interest at the rate of 10% until this judgment is paid. 
9. I certify that the address most likely to give the Defendant the Law Offices 
of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott notice of this default and judgment is: 
Law Offices of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, 
Collins & Mott 
206 S. Broadway #200 
Tyler, Texas 75702 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN I AFFIRMED before me, this 
\\\\\\llll/1111, 
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HOLLI TELFORD 
10621 S. OLD HIGHWAY 191 
MALAD CITY, IDAHO 83252 
208-473-5800 
IN TIIE DISTRICT COURT OF Tiffi SIXTII JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF Tiffi 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR Tiffi COUNTY OF ONEIDA 






LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON, 
FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT ) 
Defendants ) 
I, Ferron Stokes, declare as follows: 
Case no. CV-2011-66 
RETIJRN OF SERVICE ON 
SUMMONS AND VERIFIED 
COMPLAINT. 
1. I am a resident of Box Elder County, State of Utah, over the age of 18 years, 
and not a party to the above entitled action. 
2. On the 4th day June, 2011, I served copies of the Summons and Verified 
Complaint in the above entitled action, pursuant to a specific service statute under Idaho's Consumer 
Protection Act i.e. I. C. section 48-613 which provides ... Service of any notice, demand, summons or 
subpoena under this act (may be obtained through), substituted service •.. in the following manner: 
(I) Personal service thereof without this state; or 
(2) The mailing thereof by registered or certified mail to the last known place of 
business, residence or abode within or without this state of such person for whom 
the same is intended; or 
(3) As to any person, in the manner provided in the Idaho rules of civil procedure as 
if a complaint which institutes a civil proceeding had been filed. 
This server certifies that on June 4, 2011, he served defendant LAW OFFICES OF * 
PURDUE,JJRANDON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT by certified mail addressed to~ 
u I i/ 
- 51,, .... 
their designated address being: 205 S. Broadway #200, Tyler, Texas 75702 . This form of service 
was authorized by both Idaho Code section 48-613 for actions brought under Idaho's Consumer 
Protection Act. 
Attached to this Return of Service is a copy of the certified mail receipt verifying such service w~s 
made. Following that is the USPS electronic proof of delivery. 
I attest the foregoing is true and correct under penalty of perjury in accordance with 28 
USC section 1746(2) as applicable to the laws of both the states of Utah, Idaho and these United 
States. 
~¥~ 
A:ffiant's signature Affiant's printed name 
HOLLI TELFORD 
ORIGINAL Filed AT ~'clock 
assignee to M.D.Diet Trust 
10621 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
IN THE DISifRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 
(Location: 10 Court Street. Malad City, Idaho 83252) 







SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; ) 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF ) 
PAUL KELLEY SR.; SMITH COUNTY 
TRUSTEE; TAX ASSESSOR GARY ) 
GARY BARBER; SMITH COUNTY; ARTIE 
ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB BEAELL; LAW ) 
OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON, 
FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; LISA ) 




LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE, 
BRANDON, FELDER, COLLINS& 
MOTT 
NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF(S): THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE 
UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW. 
TO: Defe .dant Law offices of Purdue, Brandon, Felder, Collins & Mott 
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written 
response must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days after service of this 
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond the court may enter judgment against you as 
demanded byihe plaintiff in her Verified Complaint. 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the 
advice of or representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that 
your written response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected. 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule 10(a)(1) and other 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include: 
1. The title and number of this case. 
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or 
denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may claim. 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiff or plaintiff 's 
attorney, as designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the 
Clerk of the above-named court. 
DATED this_ sd day of~ 1!Jd/Jil 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
_5q-
Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, ISB No. 75a34 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7 426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkjulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Smith County and 
Tax Assessor, Gary Barber 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 - 10, 
Defendants. 
TO: Plaintiff (Pro Se) and other parties of record: 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
NOTICE OF SPECIAL 
APPEARANCEPURSUANTTO 
IRCP 4(i) 
Fee Category: 1(1) 
Fee: $58.00 
YOU AND EACH OF YOU will please notice that the undersigned hereby enters 
a Special Appearance on behalf of the above-entitled Defendants Smith County and 
Smith County Tax Assessor Gary Barber in the above-entitled action. 
NOTICE OF SPECIAL APPEARANCE PURSUANT TO IRCP 4{i) - 1 
By this special appearance, Defendants do not seek any relief, but merely 
provide notice that they are entering a special appearance to contest personal 
jurisdiction, and will be filing a Motion pursuant to Rule 12(b) as required by rule and/or 
statute. Defendants further specifically reserve all defenses available to Defendants. 
DATED this 7 f day of June, 2011. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
By ~"- e-... 
Brian K. Julian, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants Smith County and 
Tax Assessor, Gary Barber 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ day of June, 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF SPECIAL APPEARANCE PURSUANT TO 
IRCP 4(i) by delivering the same to each of the following attorneys of record, by the 
method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Plaintiff Pro Se 
[ ;.f U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
Brian K. Julia'n 
NOTICE OF SPECIAL APPEARANCE PURSUANT TO IRCP 4(i) - 2 
- !pl .... 
Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, ISB No. 75a34 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7 426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkjulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall and 
Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins and Mott, LLP 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 -10, 
Defendants. 
TO: Plaintiff (Pro Se) and other parties of record: 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
NOTICE OF SPECIAL 
APPEARANCE PURSUANT TO 
IRCP 4(i) 
Fee Category: 1(1) 
Fee: $58.00 
YOU AND EACH OF YOU will please notice that the undersigned hereby enters 
a Special Appearance on behalf of the above-entitled Defendants Tab Beall and 
Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins and Mott, LLP, in the above-entitled action. 
NOTICE OF SPECIAL APPEARANCE PURSUANT TO IRCP 4(i) - 1 
- [p1..,~ 
By this special appearance, Defendants do not seek any relief, but merely 
provide notice that they are entering a special appearance to contest personal 
jurisdiction, and will be filing a Motion pursuant to Rule 12(b) as required by rule and/or 
statute. Defendants further specifically reserve all defenses available to Defendants. 
DATED this ~o day of June, 2011. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
B f ~ c;,c_, r--
y~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-
Brian K. Julian, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall and 
Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins and Mott, 
LLP 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ day of June, 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF SPECIAL APPEARANCE PURSUANT TO 
IRCP 4(i) by delivering the same to each of the following attorneys of record, by the 
method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Plaintiff Pro Se 
[x'] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
Brian K. Julian 
NOTICE OF SPECIAL APPEARANCE PURSUANT TO IRCP 4(i) - 2 
- IP3 ... 
Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L Adams, ISB No. 7534 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7 426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkjulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall and 
Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins and Mott, LLP 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 - 10, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO 
QUASH AND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
COME NOW, the above-entitled Defendants, Tab Beall, and Perdue, Brandon, 
Fielder, Collins, & Mott, LLP, by and through their attorneys of record, Anderson, 
Julian & Hull, LLP, and hereby submit this Motion to Dismiss, Motion to Quash and 
Motion for Summary Judgment. These Motions are made pursuant to Idaho Rule 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT - 1 
of Civil Procedure 12(b)(2), 12(b)(3), 12(b)(4), 12{b)(5), and 12(b)(6) as well as 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56. These Motions are made on the grounds more 
fully set forth in the Memorandum in Support filed herewith, which in essence 
states that Plaintiff failed to properly serve Defendants, there is no personal 
jurisdiction over the Defendants, and Plaintiff cannot establish her claims against 
these Defendants. Therefore, Defendants requested that service of process be 
quashed, the case be dismissed, or in the alternative, summary judgment be 
granted on each of the claims. 
These Motions are supported by the pleadings on file before the Court and 
the following documents, submitted contemporaneously herewith: 
1. Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss, Motion to Quash and 
Motion for Summary Judgment; 
2. Affidavit of Tab Beall in Support of Motion to Dismiss, Motion to 
Quash, and Motion for Summary Judgment; 
3. Affidavit of Michael J. Darlow in Support of Motion to Dismiss, Motion 
to Quash, and Motion for Summary Judgment. 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT - 2 
DATED this (( day of July, 2011. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
Brian K. Julian, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall 
and Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, 
Fielder, Collins and Mott, LLP 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _1_
1
_ day of July, 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT by delivering the same to each of the following 
attorneys of record, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Pro Se Plaintiff 
[Y] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
Brian K. Julian 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT - 3 
Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, ISB No. 7534 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkjulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall and 
Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins and Mott, LLP 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 
HOLLI TELFORD assignee to M.D. Diet Trust, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1-10, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
MEMORANDUM, IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO 
QUASH AND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
COME NOW, the above-entitled Defendants, Tab Beall, and Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins, & Mott, LLP, by and through their attorneys of record, Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP, 
and hereby submit this Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss, Motion to Quash and 
Motion for Summary Judgment. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND 




Plaintiff Holli Telford1 has filed a lawsuit against a number of people and entities, 
including attorney Tab Beall, and the law firm for which he work, Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins, & Mott, LLP (hereinafter referred to as "Defendants") related to a sealed bid she 
submitted on property in Texas. Plaintiff is acting pro se, with which she has some experience.2 
Despite her apparent legal knowledge, Plaintiff improperly served Mr. Beall and Perdue Brandon 
by mail. Further, the Court has no personal jurisdiction over Defendants, and Idaho is a forum 
non conveniens for these defendants. There is nothing in the Idaho venue statutes which, under 
the circumstances of this case, provide for venue in Idaho. If Plaintiff believes she can prevail on 
her claims, venue is more appropriate in Texas. Finally, Plaintiff cannot prevail her claims 
against Defendants because the claims do not apply or she cannot prove facts sufficient to 
establish a prima facie case. These issues will be discussed in more detail below. Defendants 
request that service of process be quashed as improper, and that the case be dismissed, or in the 
alternative, summary judgment be granted. 
Plaintiff, even though she is pro se, must be treated as if she has full knowledge of the 
law.3 Therefore, to the extent that an attorney would be subject to sanctions for filing a lawsuit 
Formerly Holli Lundahl. See http://www.forbes.com/forbes/2007 /0903/104.html (last visited July 8, 2011). 
See also Lundahl v. Hawkins, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 99739 (W.D. Tex. Oct. 27, 2009). 
2 See Lundahl v. Hawkins, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 99739 (W.D. Tex. Oct. 27, 2009). Ms. Telford has filing 
restrictions placed against her in the United States Supreme Court, the Ninth Circuit, the Tenth Circuit, the United 
States District Court for the District of Utah, the United States District Court for the District of Idaho, and the 
Supreme Court of Utah. Lundahl, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 99739 at *3. Pursuant to Lundahl, Ms. Telforad was also 
enjoined from filing future claims without permission in the United States District Court for the Western District of 
Texas. Lundahl, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 99739 at *15 - 17. Plaintiff has also filed numerous cases in Oneida and 
Franklin County in the past few years. A number of these were dismissed for lack of personal jurisdiction. See, e.g., 
Oneida County Case Nos. CV-2006-0064, CV-2005-00139. 
3 Though pleadings are liberally construed for prose litigants, see Lopez v. Smith, 203 F.3d 1122, 1131 (9th 
Cir. 2000), "A person who elects to represent themselves has the same duties and responsibilities to know and 
understand legal procedures as an attorney." Weik v. Shinn (In re Weik), 2008 Bankr. LEXIS 481 (Bankr. D. Ariz. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- 2 
.- "'~ ... 
for which there is no personal jurisdiction, Plaintiff would also be subject to sanctions. I.R.C.P. 
1 l(a)(l). 
II. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
Plaintiff Holli Telford attempted to submit a bid on property that had been struck-off in 
Smith County, Texas, and therefore was subject to sale by sealed public bid. Complaint4, <jel[ 4 -
6. The property at issue had been struck off as a judgment had been obtained against the property 
by Tyler Independent School District. Beall Aff., <[ 23. Tyler Independent School District was 
represented during that process by Tab Beall and Perdue Brandon. Beall Aff., <[ 23. The public 
bid sale was handled by Smith County Texas. Complaint, <[<[ 4 - 7. Plaintiff admits that she 
never received a deed for the property. Complaint,<[ 7. According to Smith County Tax Assessor 
Gary Barber, Ms. Telford never paid for the property. Barber Aff., <[ 19. Mr. Beall had little 
communication with Plaintiff throughout this process, and he spoke with her only at the request 
of the Smith County Tax Office. Beall Aff., <[ 22. However, Mr. Beall did not represent the 
Smith County Tax Office, Gary Barber, Plaintiff Holli Telford, or Smith County in any way with 
regard to the sale of the property. Beall Aff., <[<[ 5 and 23. It is Mr. Beall's understanding that the 
property at issue was redeemed pursuant to Texas law in a timely manner. Beall Aff., CJ[ 24. 
Mr. Beall has never represented Holli Telford as an attorney, or provided her any services 
in any manner. Beall Aff., CJ[<[ 5 - 6. Mr. Beall is not licensed in Idaho, has never been to Idaho, 
has never represented any clients in Idaho, does no business in the state of Idaho, has never 
Feb. 15, 2008). See also King v. Atiyeh, 814 F.2d 565, 567 (9th Cir. 1987) ("Prose litigants must follow the same 
rules of procedure that govern other litigants."); Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 54 (9th Cir. 1995) ("prose litigants 
are bound by the rules of procedure."); Jacobsen v. Filler, 790 F.2d 1362, 1364 (9th Cir. 1986) ("pro se litigants in 
the ordinary civil case should not be treated more favorably than parties with attorneys of record."). 
4 Defendants do not admit any of the allegations made in Plaintiffs Complaint. However, for the purposes of 
this Motion, the allegations will be treated as if they are true. See Taylor v. McNichols, 149 Idaho 826, 832 (2010). 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 3 
- wq-
purchased goods, equipment, or property from entities in Idaho, does not own nor has he ever 
owned property in Idaho, does not advertise his services in Idaho, and produces nothing which 
could reasonably be expected to end up in Idaho. Beall Aff, <j{g[ 9 - 16. When Mr. Beall spoke 
with Plaintiff Holli Telford, he was not informed that she lived or was present in Idaho. Beall 
Aff., <J[ 22. Mr. Beall has practiced law at the Tyler, Texas office of Perdue, Brandon for twenty 
two years. Beall Aff., <J[ 2. 
On or around June 13, 2011, the Tyler, Texas office of Perdue, Brandon, received via 
certified mail, a copy of a document entitled "Summons", with a copy of the Complaint. Beall 
Alf., <J[ 20. Mr. Beall received no personal service of the summons and Complaint. Beall Aff., <J[ 
21. Mr. Beall is not licensed to accept service on behalf of Perdue Brandon. Darlow Aff, <J[<J[ 16 -
19; Beall Aff., <j[ 19. The registered agent for receiving service of process for Perdue Brandon has 
not been personally served with a copy of the Summons and Complaint. Darlow Aff, <J[ 17 - 18. 
The registered agent for receiving service of process for Perdue Brandon has not received a copy 
of the Summons and Complaint through the U.S. Mail system. Darlow Aff., <J[ 18. 
Perdue Brandon is a law firm located within the boundaries of the state of Texas. Darlow 
Aff., <J[ 5. It provides legal services for governmental agencies within the state of Texas. Darlow 
Aff., <j[ 5. Perdue Brandon does not do any business in Idaho, is not registered to do business in 
Idaho, and no attorney at Perdue Brandon is licensed to practice law in the state of Idaho. 
Darlow Aff., <J[<j[ 6 - 7. Perdue Brandon does not sell, lease, or otherwise create any goods, 
equipment, or property in Idaho, or that could end up within the state of Idaho. Id. at <j[q[ 8 - 9. 
Perdue Brandon does not own any property in Idaho, and is not a registered business entity in the 
state of Idaho. Id. at <j[<J[ 9 - 13. Perdue Brandon does not advertise within the state of Idaho, nor 
does it seek to form business contacts within Idaho, as it attorneys are not licensed there. Id. at <j[ 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 4 
-10~ 
14. Perdue Brandon does not represent any clients within the State of Idaho. Id. at gr 15. 
Neither Perdue Brandon nor Tab Beall consent to the exercise of personal jurisdiction 
over them by the Courts of the state of Idaho. Dar/ow Aff, gr 20; Beall Aff., 26. 
III. 
LEGAL STANDARD 
When reviewing a motion to dismiss, Courts apply the same standard of review they 
would for a motion for summary judgment. Taylor v. McNichols, 149 Idaho 826, 832 (2010). If 
matters outside the pleading are presented and not excluded by the Court, the motion to dismiss 
is treated as a motion for summary judgment. I.R.C.P. 12(b). See also Miller v. Idaho State 
Patrol, 2011 Ida. LEXIS 72 (Idaho May 18, 2011). Summary judgment is appropriate "if the 
pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that 
there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to a 
judgment as a matter of law." I.R.C.P. 56(c). Disputed facts and reasonable inferences are 
construed in favor of the non-moving party. Estate of Becker v. Callahan, 140 Idaho 522, 525 
(2004). "If there is no genuine issue of material fact, only a question of law remains," over which 
the Court exercises free review. Indian Springs LLC v. Indian Springs Land Inv., 147 Idaho 
737, 746 (2009) 
When a motion for summary judgment is made and supported as provided in this 
rule, an adverse party may not rest upon the mere allegations or denials of that 
party's pleadings, but the party's response, by affidavits or as otherwise provided 
in this rule, must set forth specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for 
trial. If the party does not so respond, summary judgment, if appropriate, shall be 
entered against the party. 
I.R.C.P. 56(e). 
With regard to personal jurisdiction questions, "[t]he question of the existence of 
personal jurisdiction over an out-of-state defendant is one of law," which is freely reviewed by 
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IV. 
LEGAL ARGUMENTS 
A. PLAINTIFF'S ATTEMPTED SERVICE OF THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT 
SHOULD BE QUASHED BECAUSE IT WAS SERVED IMPROPERLY. 
According to Plaintiff, on or around June 4, 2011, she sent a copy of the Summons and 
Complaint to Defendants by certified mail. Objection to Defendants Smith County and Tax 
Assessor Gary Barber's Special Appearance Notice Under Rule 4(1), CJ[ 4. See also Beall Aff., CJ[ 
20. Plaintiff argues that service was proper for certified mail pursuant to J.C. § 48-613. 
Objection to Special Appearance, CJ[ 2. This assertion, however, is incorrect. J.C. § 48-613 only 
applies to service of any "notice, demand, or subpoena" allowed under the Idaho Consumer 
Protection Act, which is a power delegated to the Idaho Attorney General, not individual 
plaintiffs. See J.C. §§ 48-611 through 612. This section mentions nothing about service of 
summons or complaints, which are governed exclusively by I.R.C.P. 4. 
Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 4(d)(l), service must be made personally. Service upon individuals 
may not be made by mailing, but must be made by "delivering a copy of the summons and of the 
complaint to the individual personally" or by leaving a copy at the person's house. I.R.C.P. 
4(d)(2). Service upon foreign corporations, such as Perdue Brandon, must be made 
by delivering a copy of the summons and complaint to an officer, managing or 
general agent, or to any other agent authorized by appointment or by statute of 
this state to receive service of process, and upon a partnership or other 
unincorporated association which is subject to suit under a common name, by 
delivering a copy of the summons and the complaint to an officer or the managing 
or general agent of the partnership or association, or to any other agent authorized 
by appointment or by statute of this state to receive service of process. 
I.R.C.P. 4(d)(4)(A). Service may be made by mail if the person to be served is a state official, 
and a statute requires mailing a copy of service. Id. Service may also be made by mail only if, 
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after due diligence, a plaintiff cannot find a designated agent or officer or managing agent. 
I.R.C.P. 4(d)(4)(B). However, service by mail under those circumstances must be made by 
sending the summons and complaint, via certified or registered mail, to the secretary or president 
of the corporation, at the address located on the Corporation's most recent annual statement filed 
with the Secretary of State. Id. Further, compliance with the mailing rule must be shown by the 
party affecting service by mail. Id. 
With regard to Tab Beall and Perdue Brandon, Plaintiff failed to properly serve the 
Summons and Complaint. If Mr. Beall is being sued personally, then personal service was 
required. This did not happen. If he is being served in his capacity as an employee of Perdue 
Brandon, then again, personal service was required the same way as for Perdue Brandon, by 
personally delivering a copy of the summons and Complaint. This also did not happen. Plaintiff 
mailed a copy of the summons and complaint to Mr. Beall at Tyler, Texas, on behalf of both 
himself and Perdue Brandon. Beall Aff., 1I 20. Perdue Brandon's headquarters are not located in 
Tyler, Texas. See Darlow Aff., 1I 2. Therefore, Plaintiff did not properly serve the summons and 
Complaint on these Defendants. 
Under I.R.C.P. 12(b)(4) and 12(b)(5), insufficient process and service of process are 
grounds for dismissal. A court does not have jurisdiction over a defendant unless and until the 
defendant has been properly served. Direct Mail Specialists, Inc. v. Eclat Computerized 
Technologies, Inc., 840 F.2d 685, 688 (9th Cir. 1988). "When service of process is challenged, 
the party on whose behalf it is made must bear the burden of establishing its validity." Aetna 
Business Credit, Inc. v. Universal Decor & Interior Design, Inc., 635 F.2d 434, 435 (5th Cir. 
1981). "Strict compliance is required with the rules governing manner of service." Duran v. 
Macias-Price, 2007 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 93440 (E.D. Cal. Dec. 19, 2007). 
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Therefore, because Defendants have not been properly served, Defendants request that 
the Court, in its discretion, dismiss the case, or in the alternative, quash service of the Summons 
and Complaint. See Stevens v. Security Pacific Nat'l Bank, 538 F.2d 1387, 1389 (9th Cir. 1976) 
(indicating that where there is improper service, Courts have the discretion to either dismiss the 
case or quash service); Rhino Metals, Inc. v. Craft, 146 Idaho 319, 320 (2008) (indicating that 
improper service may be quashed); Schneider v. Sverdsten Logging Co., 104 Idaho 210, 215 
(1983) (service may be quashed where there is no personal jurisdiction). As there are numerous 
other grounds for dismissal, discussed below, Defendants request the Court utilize its discretion 
to dismiss the case. 
B. PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT SHOULD BE DISMISSED BECAUSE ONEIDA 
COUNTY, IDAHO IS NOT THE PROPER VEI\11JE FOR THIS CASE. 
Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 12(b)(3), a case may be dismissed for improper venue. Venue is 
governed by statute, none of which clearly provide venue in Oneida County, Idaho. First, 
pursuant to J.C. § 5-401, actions "for the recovery of real property, or of an estate or interest 
therein, or for the determination in any form of such right or interest and for injuries to real 
property" must be tried "in the county in which the subject of the action or some part thereof is 
situated." This case is clearly about Plaintiff's interest in property located in Smith County, 
Texas. See Complaint,<][ 4. None of the property at issue is located within the state of Idaho, or 
within Oneida County. Therefore, venue is appropriate in Texas (Smith County in particular), 
and not Idaho. 
Second, should the Court determine that venue is governed by I.C. § 5-404, this statute 
clearly gives indication that venue is preferential for where the Defendants are located, not where 
Plaintiff is located. While J.C. § 5-404 does allow for venue of out of state defendants in any 
Idaho county, this power is subject "to the power of the court to change the place of trial, as 
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provided in this code." Id. There are numerous reasons why Oneida County is not the proper 
venue for this case. With the exception of Plaintiff, all of the defendants are located out of state. 
See Complaint, <j[ 3. The land at issue is located in Texas, the witnesses are located in Texas5, and 
Plaintiff herself went to Texas to deal with this issue. The fact that she is in Idaho is not 
dispositive of the issue of venue. Idaho is clearly a forum non conveniens for the Defendants, 
who do not live in Idaho, have never been to Idaho, and who do no business in Idaho. They had 
no knowledge or reason to know that they could or would be haled into Idaho Courts. They did 
not even know that Plaintiff lived or resided in Idaho. This is emphasized by the fact that 
Plaintiff has repeatedly listed her telephone number as a Texas number. See Affidavit of Gary 
Barber, <j[ 11. Therefore, convenience of witnesses and the ends of justice would be promoted if 
this case were to be dismissed in Idaho. 
Where such facts exist, there is clearly reason and authority for Idaho Courts to change 
venue. See I.R.C.P. 40(e). However, Idaho Courts have no power to transfer a case from an 
Idaho District Court to the courts of Texas. Id. The remaining remedy under the circumstances of 
this case would be for the case to be dismissed so that it could be refiled within the state of 
Texas. Defendants therefore request that Plaintiff's Complaint be dismissed with prejudice, so 
that she can refile it where venue is proper and more convenient for the Defendants. 
C. THE IDAHO DISTRICT COURTS HA VE NO PERSONAL JURISDICTION 
OVER DEFENDANTS TAB BEALL OR PERDUE BRANDON. 
Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 12(b)(2), a case may be dismissed if the Court has no personal 
jurisdiction over the Defendants. 
5 
The proper exercise of personal jurisdiction over non-resident defendants by an 
Idaho court involves satisfying two criteria. First, the court must determine that 
the non-resident defendant's actions fall within the scope of Idaho's long-arm 
See Complaint,'!['![ 4 - 12, identifying witnesses located in Smith County, Texas. 
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statute. Second, the court must determine that exercising jurisdiction over the 
non-resident defendant comports with the constitutional standards of the Due 
Process Clause of the U.S. Constitution. 
Blimka v. Ll1y Web Wholesaler, LLC., 143 Idaho 723, 726 (2007). Plaintiff cannot show that 
Defendants meet either of the two criteria. 
Contrary to Plaintiff's argument, Idaho's long arm statute is not J.C. § 48-613, but is 
instead J.C. § 5-514. See Blimka, 143 Idaho at 726. This statute applies to "Any person, firm, 
company, association or corporation, whether or not a citizen or resident of this state," which 
could conceivably apply to Perdue Brandon and Tab Beall. J.C. § 5-514. Next, one of the 
following acts would have to have been done in order to subject Defendants to jurisdiction 
within the state: 
(a) The transaction of any business within this state which is hereby defined as the 
doing of any act for the purpose of realizing pecuniary benefit or accomplishing 
or attempting to accomplish, transact or enhance the business purpose or objective 
or any part thereof of such person, firm, company, association or corporation; 
(b) The commission of a tortious act within this state; 
(c) The ownership, use or possession of any real property situate within this state; 
( d) Contracting to insure any person, property or risk located within this state at 
the time of contracting; 
( e) The maintenance within this state of matrimonial domicile at the time of the 
commission of any act giving rise to a cause of action for divorce or separate 
maintenance; 
(f) The engaging in an act of sexual intercourse within the state, giving rise to a 
cause of action for paternity under chapter 11, title 7, Idaho Code. The provisions 
of this subsection shall apply retroactively, and for the benefit of any dependent 
child, whether born before or after the effective date of this act, and regardless of 
the past or current marital status of the parents of the child. 
J.C. § 5-514. Defendants participated in none of these actions. There was no business transaction 
which occurred in Idaho. Contrary to Plaintiff's allegations, no purchase/sale contract between 
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herself and Defendants or any other name party occurred in Idaho, or anywhere else. If the 
contract Plaintiff is referring to is the sealed and public bid which she submitted to Smith 
County, Texas, the fact that she may have filled out a bid in Idaho (and it is not clear that she 
did) does not create personal jurisdiction over Defendants in Idaho. Further, Plaintiff apparently 
misunderstands Defendants' involvement in this case. Contrary to Plaintiff's assertions, see 
Complaint, <][ 12, Defendants were not Smith County's attorneys. Beall Aff., <][CJ[ 23, 25. 
Therefore, even if there were business dealings between Plaintiff and Smith County, it had 
nothing to do with Perdue Brandon or Tab Beall. The sealed bid was sent to Smith County, not 
Defendants, and not the Tyler Independent School District. Other than the incorrect allegation 
that Perdue Brandon was Smith County's law firm, there is no allegation of any relationship 
between Smith County and Defendants. 6 Therefore, no business transaction took place between 
Plaintiff and Defendants, and even if one did take place, it did not occur in Idaho. 
There is no allegation of tort within the State of Idaho, nor is there any allegation relating 
to sexual intercourse, which precludes subsections (b) and (f) from applying.7 Defendants own 
no property in Idaho, and the issue in this case involves real property that is located in Texas, 
which precludes subsection (c) from applying. There is no contract of insurance with 
Defendants, and therefore subsection (d) cannot apply. Neither Tab Beall nor Perdue Brandon 
have a matrimonial domicile in Idaho, precluding subsection (e) from applying. Therefore, the 
6 The fact that Tab Beall contacted Plaintiff at the request of Smith County does not create a business 
transaction. As Tab Beall and Perdue Brandon did not represent Smith County, there was no pecuniary or other 
benefit to Tab Beall and Perdue Brandon. 
7 Plaintiff claims that she talked to Tab Beall over the telephone. Complaint, qr 12. If Mr. Beall used the 
number provided to him by Smith County, see Beall Aff, qr 22, then he called a cell phone with a Dallas, Texas area 
code. Barber Aff., qr 11. Mr. Beall had no reason to ever assume that he was calling or contacting anyone in Idaho. 
Beall A.ff., qr 22. Even if he had, he was located in Texas at the time the phone call occurred, and no tortious conduct 
occurred in Idaho. Further, there is no allegation that anything more occurred in this telephone conversation than 
that Mr. Beall informed Plaintiff that the property had been redeemed, Plaintiff threatened to sue, and Defendant 
Beall responded that he believed a suit was non-meritorious. None of the allegations in qr 12 of the Complaint create 
an assumption of tortious conduct. 
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long arm statute does not create personal jurisdiction over the Defendants in Idaho. 
Plaintiff alleges in her Complaint that "Smith County, Texas' [sic] Office advertised over 
the internet, the sales of various improved and unimproved real properties." Complaint, <][ 4. 
There is no allegation, though, that Defendants advertised services in Idaho over the internet. In 
fact, they do not and cannot, as they are not licensed in Idaho. Beall Aff., <][<][ 15 - 17. Even if 
Plaintiff had made such an allegation, she could not prevail, as an internet website advertising 
services in Texas is insufficient to create jurisdiction under the long arm statute. 
[A]n advertisement, standing by itself, is insufficient to rebut corporate denials of 
activities within a state. A similar holding was reached ... where the court held 
that jurisdiction would not be predicated on advertising alone absent a showing 
that defendant launched an intensive and sustained advertising campaign in the 
forum state itself. 
Schneider v. Sverdsten Logging Co., 104 Idaho 210, 214 (1983). Plaintiff has the burden of 
showing that such an intensive and sustained advertising campaign aimed at the forum state 
existed, see id., and she has not. Therefore, personal jurisdiction does not exist over the 
Defendants under the long arm statute. 
Even if the acts of the Defendants did fall within the coverage of the Idaho long arm 
statute, Constitutional concerns prohibit the Idaho state Courts from exercising personal 
jurisdiction over the Defendants. Defendants would need to have sufficient minimum contacts 
with the state "such that the maintenance of the suit does not offend traditional notions of fair 
play and substantial justice. In determining the existence of minimum contacts, a court must 
focus on the relationship among the defendant, the forum, and the litigation." Blimka, 143 Idaho 
at 727. 
Defendants do not have sufficient minimum contacts with the state of Idaho. Examples of 
minimum contacts include "that the defendant must 'purposefully avail' himself of doing 
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business in the forum state; the litigation must 'arise out of or relate to the contacts;' and those 
contacts must be sufficient such that the defendant could 'reasonably anticipate' being haled into 
court in the forum state." A1cAnally v. Bonjac, Inc., 137 Idaho 488, 491 (2002). Plaintiff cannot 
show such minimum contacts. Neither Defendant owns property in Idaho, conducts business in 
Idaho, sends representatives to Idaho, produces goods which could end up in Idaho, represents 
clients in Idaho, or is licensed in Idaho. Tab Beall has never even been to Idaho. Beall Aff., 'Il 11. 
Neither party had any knowledge prior to this lawsuit that Plaintiff lived or was located in Idaho, 
and the contacts between Mr. Beall and Plaintiff were almost non-existant. This clearly contrasts 
with the situation in Blimka, where the Supreme Court notes that "defendants knew that Blimka 
was residing in Idaho." Blimka, 143 Idaho at 727. There is no reason why Defendants "should 
have reasonably anticipated being haled into Idaho courts." Id. at 728. Further, in Saint 
Alphonsus Reg'l Medical Ctr. v. Wash., 123 Idaho 739 (1993), where the Supreme Court found 
that the State of Washington had "1) reimburs[ed] St. Alphonsus for medical bills submitted to 
the Washington State Department of Labor and Industry in Olympia, \Vashington; (2) sen[t] a 
provider application to St. Alphonsus; (3) issu[ed] a provider number to St. Alphonsus; and (4) 
inform[ed] St. Alphonsus of changes in Washington's worker's compensation rules", the state of 
Washington still did not have sufficient contacts with Idaho to subject it to personal jurisdiction 
in Idaho. Saint Alphonsus Reg'l Medical Ctr., 123 Idaho at 745. Defendants have not done 
anything near as extensive as the State of Washington did in the Saint Alphonsus case. 
Defendants cannot find a case in Idaho that exactly parallels this situation. One distantly 
similar case is Akichika v. Kelleher, 96 Idaho 930 (1975). In that case, the Plaintiff saw an 
advertisement in a Portland newspaper left at the airport in Boise advertising a truck for sale. 
Akichika, 96 Idaho at 931 - 32. The Plaintiff then went to Oregon, entered into a contract in 
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Oregon, and while driving back to Idaho, the truck broke down in Oregon. Id. at 932. Under 
these facts, the Court said there wasn't jurisdiction under the long arm statute. Id. at 933. The 
facts are vaguely similar here, though the situation would be more akin to plaintiff in the 
Akichika case attempt to sue not only the auto dealer, but the auto dealer's account, and the 
accountant's attorney, all related to the purchase of the vehicle. In any case, Plaintiff saw list of 
properties for sale on the Smith County website, sent a letter to Texas, and visited Texas. 
Plaintiff did not even become involved with Tab Beall and Perdue Brandon until after the 
County requested that they call her, and at that, the only thing which occurred was that Plaintiff 
threatened to sue. Plaintiff never gave Defendants any indication that she was from Idaho. 
Therefore, there is no personal jurisdiction over the Defendants in Idaho. 
Based on the foregoing, Plaintiff's complaint against the Defendants should be dismissed 
for lack of personal jurisdiction. 
D. PLAINTIFF CLAIMS MUST BE DISMISSED BECAUSE THEY DO NOT APPLY 
TO DEFENDANTS, OR BECAUSE PLAINTIFF HAS FAILED TO ALLEGE A 
PRIMA FACIE CASE. 
Plaintiff's first cause of action is for specific performance on a bid purchase contract. 
Complaint, <J[ 16 - 19. Contrary to Plaintiff's allegations, see Complaint, <J[ 2, no actual contract 
for purchase and sale of the property was signed or entered into. Property sold pursuant to a 
sealed bid procedure does not create a unilateral contract which may be accepted by 
performance. Plaintiff's bid was withdrawn, and then she failed to submit another sealed bid. See 
Barber Aff, <J[<J[ 20- 21. Therefore, her offer was never accepted, and no contract was created. 
Even if a contract existed, it is not between Plaintiff and Defendants. "A breach of 
contract is a non-performance of any contractual duty of immediate performance." Enterprise v. 
Nampa City, 96 Idaho 734, 740 (1975). Plaintiff must show that there has been a "[f]ailure, 
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without legal excuse to perform any promise which forms the whole or part of a contract." 
Hughes v. Idaho State Univ., 122 Idaho 435, 437 (Idaho Ct. App. 1992). "The burden of 
proving the existence of a contract and fact of its breach is upon the plaintiff." Idaho Power Co. 
v. Cogeneration, Inc., 134 Idaho 738, 747 (2000). Not only has Plaintiff failed to show that a 
contract existed, taking the facts she has alleged in her Complaint in a light most favorable to 
her, she cannot show that there was a contract between herself and Defendants Tab Beall and 
Perdue Brandon. There is no allegation that they sold the property to her, or were responsible for 
the actions with regard to the sealed bid. There is no allegation that Defendants even ever owned 
the property. Therefore, a breach of contract cannot exist, and a remedy for specific performance 
is unavailable. Tab Beall and Perdue Brandon have no power to perform on any contract that 
could exist, so such remedy should be dismissed as to them. 
As an aside, under the Idaho statute of frauds, no contract exists unless the contract is in 
writing. J.C. § 9-503. There is no signed writing, and Plaintiff alleges no signed writing. Even if 
there were a signed writing, it would not have been signed by Defendants. Therefore, again, 
there is no contract, and no remedy for specific performance. 
With regard to Plaintiff's second cause of action, for breach of contract and the covenant 
of good faith and fair dealing, see Complaint, <]el[ 20 - 22, such claim must fail for the reasons 
stated above. The covenant of good faith and fair dealing is implied into every contract. lndep. 
Sch. Dist. v. Harris Family Ltd. P'ship, 249 P.3d 382, 388 (Idaho 2011). Therefore, where there 
is no contract, there is no covenant. 
Plaintiff's third cause of action, for violation of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act, 
Complaint, <JI<][ 23 - 24, does not state a claim against the Defendants, nor does it apply under the 
facts of this case. The act only applies to persons who engage in "trade or commerce." See J.C. 
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§§ 48-603 - 48-603F. "Trade" and "commerce" are defined as 
advertising, offering for sale, selling, leasing, renting, collecting debts arising out 
of the sale or lease of goods or services or distributing goods or services, either to 
or from locations within the state of Idaho, or directly or indirectly affecting the 
people of this state. 
J.C. § 48-602(2). The property in Texas is clearly not within the state of Idaho, and it does not 
directly or indirectly affect the people of the state of Idaho. Defendants advertised no services or 
goods for sale in Idaho, and their actions did not affect the people within the state. Therefore, 
Plaintiff cannot prevail on a claim under the Idaho Consumer Protection Act. 
Further, Plaintiff cannot show that Defendants engaged in actions prohibited by the 
Consumer Protection Act, J.C. §§ 48-603 through 48-603F. As there was one conversation 
between Mr. Beall and Plaintiff with regard to the property at issue, and as that conversation 
consisted of Plaintiff threatening to sue, there is nothing that Mr. Beall could have said or done 
which violated the act. The conversation was not involving solicitation, tax return preparation, 
telecommunications services, bulk e-mail advertisement practices, or mortgage loan 
modification. Therefore, J.C. §§ 48-603A through 603F are inapplicable. Similarly, none of the 
acts listed in J.C. § 48-603 are implicated by the conversation between Mr. Beall and Plaintiff. 
He never provided her a service, legally or otherwise, nor did he represent any party who did 
provide her a service. Beall Aff, <jrcJ[ 7, 25. Therefore, as a matter of law, Defendants could not 
have violated the Idaho Consumer Protection Act with regard to Plaintiff, and this claim should 
be dismissed. 
Finally, Plaintiff's fourth claim is for violation of the Utah Fraudulent Communications 
Act, Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1801. Complaint, <J[ 25. This is a Utah criminal statute, which does 
not indicate that it creates a private right of action. Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1801. Generally, 
Idaho Courts do not create a private right of action for enforcement of a statute. 
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[W]hen a statute is silent regarding private enforcement, courts may recognize a 
private right only when it is necessary to assure the effectiveness of the statute." 
In Yoakum v. Hartford Fire Ins. Co., 129 Idaho 171, 176, 923 P.2d 416, 421 
(1996), the Court noted that "in absence of strong indicia of a contrary legislative 
intent, courts must conclude that the legislature provided precisely the remedies it 
considered appropriate." 
Brock v. Bd. of Dirs., 134 Idaho 520, 523 (2000). With this statute, it is a stretch for Plaintiff to 
argue that the Utah Legislature intended to create a private cause of action in Idaho for a Utah 
criminal statute. The Idaho Supreme Court has been reticent to create private causes of action for 
violation of criminal statutes. See Foster v. Shore Club Lodge, 127 Idaho 921, 926 (1995). 
Presumably this is because the criminal statutes already create the applicable remedies, which are 
criminal penalties. See Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1801(1) (identifying the criminal penalties 
involved for violation of the statute). Therefore, as there is no evidence that the Utah Legislature 
intended to (or even can) create a private cause of action in Idaho for violation of a Utah criminal 
statute, this claim should be dismissed. In any case, there is no evidence that any communication 
violative of§ 76-10-1801 took place in Utah, and there is no basis for assuming that this law was 
violated, or that Utah law even applies to the facts of this case. 
If Plaintiff is alleging conspiracy, see Complaint, !][ 15, there is no cause of action in 
Idaho for civil conspiracy. See Mannos v. Moss, 143 Idaho 927, 935 (2007) ("Civil conspiracy is 
not, by itself, a claim for relief."); McPheters v. ,~aile, 138 Idaho 391, 395 (2003) (same). To 
the extent that Plaintiff alleges that Defendants are guilty of all of the claims listed in the 
Complaint as a result of the conspiracy, Plaintiff cannot show a conspiracy existed. At no point 
did Defendants represent Smith County, or any of the other defendants listed on the Complaint. 
Beall Aff., !][ 25. It is Smith County that handles the bids for property, not Perdue Brandon or its 
clients. It is Smith County that advertises the properties which have been struck off, not Perdue 
Brandon or its clients. Even if Plaintiff bid on a property which was struck off as a result of a 
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judgment obtained by Perdue Brandon's client Tyler Independent School District, there is 
nothing in such a relationship which shows that Defendants had a conspiracy with Smith County 
to defraud or otherwise injure Plaintiff. The allegations of Plaintiff's Complaint fail to state a 
claim that supports such an allegation. Therefore, to the extent that a conspiracy claim exists, it 
should be dismissed. 
If Plaintiff is claiming fraud, see Complaint, 9115, Plaintiff has failed to plead her claim 
with particularity. I.R.C.P. 9(b). 
[T]he alleging party must specify what factual circumstances constituted the 
fraud. A party must establish nine elements to prove fraud: 1) a statement or a 
representation of fact; 2) its falsity; 3) its materiality; 4) the speaker's knowledge 
of its falsity; 5) the speaker's intent that there be reliance; 6) the hearer's ignorance 
of the falsity of the statement; 7) reliance by the hearer; 8) justifiable reliance; and 
9) resultant injury. 
Glaze v. Deffenbaugh, 144 Idaho 829, 833 (2007). At a minimum, Plaintiff cannot prove that 
Defendants made any statements upon which they intended her to rely. First, she admits in her 
Complaint that it would take at least four months for her to obtain a deed. Complaint, q[ 7. It is 
illogical in the extreme for anyone to assume that they have the right to enter property and alter it 
when they do not have a deed to the property, nor have they paid for it. Therefore, any reliance 
Plaintiff could have made on any statement she alleges by the Defendants was not justifiable. 
Second, the only conversations Plaintiff had with Mr. Beall occurred after she alleges to have 
purchased the property and made any repairs or upgrades to the property. See Complaint, q[q[ 10 -
12. Therefore, it is impossible for Plaintiff to have relied on any statement made by Mr. Beall 
with regard to the property. Therefore, she cannot prevail on a fraud claim. 
With regard to Idaho's notice pleading standard, see I.R.C.P. 8(a)(l) and 8(e), 
Defendants must assume that Plaintiff is or may be attempting to allege some tortious act by Tab 
Beall as a result of the conversation discussed in 9112 of the Complaint. However, as discussed 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 18 
-s.4-
above, Plaintiff's allegations fail to show that there is any liability as a result of this 
conversation. Plaintiff alleges that Mr. Beall told her she had not received a deed. Complaint, <J[ 
12. This is true. Plaintiff alleges that Mr. Beall told her that the County was not obligated to sell 
the property to Plaintiff. Id. This is true. Plaintiff states that she then threatened a lawsuit, and 
demanded more information. Id. These statements create no liability. Finally, Plaintiff alleges 
that Mr. Beall told her to file the lawsuit, as he did not believe she would prevail. Id. This 
statement also creates no liability. Therefore, to the extent that Plaintiff may have been stating a 
claim based on this paragraph, she has failed. No relief can be granted based on this 
conversation, and therefore, any claims based on it should be dismissed. See I.R.C.P. 12(b)(6). 




Defendants contend that there is no jurisdiction over them personally in the state of 
Idaho, and therefore they should be dismissed from this current action with prejudice. Further, 
even if jurisdiction were found, Plaintiff cannot, as a matter of law, prove her claims against the 
Defendants, and Defendants request that they be dismissed. 
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DATED this _l_I _day of July, 2011. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
Brian K. Julian, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall and 
Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins and Mott, LLP 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _I_( day of July, 2011, I served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION 
TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMl\1ARY mDGMENT by delivering the same to each of 
the following attorneys of record, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Pro Se Plaintiff 
f] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
Brian K. Julian 
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Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, ISB No. 75a34 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7 426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7 426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-551 O 
E-Mail: bkjulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall and 
Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins and Mott, LLP 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATIORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 - 10, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF TEXAS ) 
) ss: 
County of Harris ) 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
AFFIDAVIT OF MICHEAL J. 
DARLOW IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTIONT 0 DISMISS, MOTION TO 
QUASH AND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MICHAEL J. DARLOW, having been first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and 
says: 
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1. That the statements contained herein are made of your Affiant's own 
personal knowledge and are true and correct to the best of his information. 
2. I am an attorney with the firm of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins and 
Mott, LLP. I work in the office located in Houston, Texas. I have worked at this 
location for twenty one years. 
3. I am the Chairman of the Executive Committee for Perdue Brandon. 
4. Perdue Brandon is a LLP, registered in the State of Texas. 
5. Perdue Brandon is a law firm located only in Texas. It provides legal 
services for governmental agencies within the State of Texas. 
6. Perdue Brandon does not do business in Idaho. 
7. Perdue Brandon is not registered to do business in Idaho, and no attorney 
at Perdue Brandon is licensed to practice law in the State of Idaho. 
8. Perdue Brandon does not sell, lease or otherwise create any type of 
goods, equipment or property which could end up in Idaho. 
9. Perdue Brandon does not purchase, sell or lease any goods, equipment or 
property in Idaho. 
10. Perdue Brandon does not own any property in Idaho, nor has it ever 
owned any property in Idaho. 
11. Perdue Brandon does not purchase any goods, equipment or property 
from entities in the State of Idaho. 
12. Perdue Brandon does not do any business with any entities in the State of 
Idaho. 
13. Perdue Brandon is not a registered business entity in the State of Idaho. 
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MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 2 
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14. Perdue Brandon does not advertise within the State of Idaho, nor does it 
seek to form business contacts within the State of Idaho, as it is only licensed to do 
business and practice law in the State of Texas. 
15. Perdue Brandon does not represent any clients within the State of Idaho. 
16. Perdue Brandon has no registered agent for service of process in Idaho. 
17. Based on information and belief, Perdue Brandon has not received 
personal service of the Summons or Complaint. 
18. Based on information and belief, Perdue Brandon's registered agent has 
not received personal service or attempted service through certified mail of a copy of 
any Summons and Complaint related to this action. 
19. The only reason Perdue Brandon has reason to believe there may be a 
lawsuit pending against it in the State of Idaho is because a certified letter was sent to 
Tab Beall in the Tyler, Texas office, purportedly alleging to serve a summons and a 
copy of the Complaint on Perdue Brandon. 
20 Perdue Brandon does not consent and has not consented to the exercise 
of jurisdiction over it by the Courts of the State of Idaho. I make this declaration only as 
a special appearance in support of the Motion to Quash Services of the Summons and 
to Dismiss. 
FURTHER your Affiant saith naughmJo.eJ 
--------,.<-f---4=,.L-~~-~ 
Michael J. Dario 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this lfl 1!::.day of j U/ Lf ___ ) ____ _ 
2011. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _1_( _ day of July, 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF MICHAEL J. DARLOW IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTIONT 0 DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT by delivering the same to each of the following attorneys of record, by the 
method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Pro Se Plaintiff 
[<\] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
Brian K. Julian 
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OQl0'f\j AL t \ I Ll I i \ ,Ll.,, 
Brian K. Juiian1 ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L Adams 1 ISB No. 75a34 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7 426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkiulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall and 
Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins and Mott, LLP 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMrTRA MILLS; 
JEANETIE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1-10, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF TEXAS ) 
) ss; 
County of Smith ) 
Gase No. CV 2011-000066 
AFFIDAVIT OF TAB BEALL IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTIONT 0 
DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH 
AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
TAB BEALL, having been first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
AFFIDAVIT OF TAB BEALL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO 
QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 1 
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1. That the statements contained herein are made of your Affiant's own 
personal knowledge and are true and correct to the best of his information. 
2. I am a managing partner with the law firm of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins and Mott, LLP. l work in the Perdue Brandon office located in Tyler, Texas. 
have worked at this location for twenty-two years. 
3. I am a named Defendant in this action. 
4. Perdue, Brandon is also a named Defendant in this action. 
5. I have never acted as an attorney for Holli Telford in any matter. 
6. I am not aware that Perdue, Brandon has represented Holli Telford in any 
matter. 
7. I am not aware that Perdue, Brandon has provided any services to Holli 
Telford in any capacity whatsoever. 
8. Based on information and belief, Perdue, Brandon does not do business in 
Idaho. 
9. I am not licensed to do business or practice law in Idaho. 
10. I have never represented any person or client in any matter in Idaho. 
11. I have never been within the boundaries of the State of Idaho. 
12. I do not do any business within the State of Idaho. 
13. l do not purchase any goods, equipment or property from entities in Idaho. 
14. I do not own any property in Idaho. I have never owned any property in 
Idaho. 
15. I do not advertise my services in Idaho. I do not seek to advertise in 
Idaho, as I am only licensed to practice law in Texas. 
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16. I do not produce or manufacture any goods, equipment, or tangible items 
for sale. 
17. I have never sent any salesmen, agents or personal representatives to 
Idaho on my behalf or on the behalf of Perdue Brandon. 
18. I personally have no registered agent for service of process in Idaho. 
19. I am not the registered agent for service of process for Perdue Brandon. 
20. My office received a document entitled "Summons" and a copy of the 
Complaint through certified mail, which was date stamped June 13th. A true and 
correct photocopy of the certified envelope in which the Summons was sent is attached 
hereto as Exhibit ILA". 
21. No Summons or Complaint was personally served on me by a 
disinterested party. 
22. I have spoken with Holli Telford only once, when I called her at the request 
of the Smith County Tax Office. At no time was I made aware that she lived or was 
present in Idaho. 
23. Perdue Brandon represented Tyler Independent School District, who 
obtained a judgment against the property at issue in this case. The property was struck-
off and was placed on the Smith County Tax Assessor1s rolls for sale through sealed 
public bid. 
24. It is my understanding that the property was redeemed pursuant to Texas 
law prior to Ms. Telford's bid being accepted on the property. 
25. Niether I nor Perdue Brandon represent or provide legal services to any 
person or entity named as a Defendant in this matter. 
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26. I do not consent to the exercise of jurisdiction over me personally by the 
courts of the State of Idaho. I make this declaration only as a special appearance in 
support of the Motion to Dismiss and to Quash Services of Summons. 
FURTHER your Affiant saith naught. 
Tab Beall 
SUBSCRJBED AND SWORN to before me this~ day of ::S \. ), ~ L h , 
2011. \l 
CARLA CONLEY 
MY COMMISSION EX?IRES 
Marcll 2.2, 201(.l 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _/ (_ day of July, 2011 1 I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF TAB BEALL IN SUPPORT OF MOTIONT 
0 DISMISS, MOTION TO QU ASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT by 
delivering the same to each of the following attorneys of record, by the method indicated 
below, addressed as foUows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Pro Se Plaintiff 
[rJ U.S. Mai!t postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ J Overnight Mail 
[ J Facsimile 
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Brian K. Julian 
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Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, ISB No. 7534 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
.·-".:'"-·----.,-,,.,,_-_.,.;::._; 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7 426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkjulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Smith County and 
Tax Assessor, Gary Barber 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND 
FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTA TE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 - 10, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION 
TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION TO DISMISS , MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT - 1 
; 
COME NOW, the above-entitled Defendants, Smith County Texas, and Smith 
County Tax Assessor Gary Barber, by and through their attorneys of record, 
Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP, and hereby submit this Motion to Dismiss, Motion to 
Quash and Motion for Summary Judgment. These Motions are made pursuant to 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(2), 12{b){3), 12{b){4), 12(b){5), and 12{b)(6) as 
well as Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56. These Motions are made on the grounds 
more fully set forth in the Memorandum in Support filed herewith, which in essence 
states that there is no legal authority for an Idaho resident to sue a Texas county 
and its statutory agents in an Idaho District Court, particularly related to property in 
Texas. Further, Plaintiff failed to properly serve Defendants, and therefore, this 
Court does not have jurisdiction over this matter. 
These Motions are supported by the pleadings on file before the Court and 
the following documents, submitted contemporaneously herewith: 
1. Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss, Motion to Quash and 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
2. Affidavit of Stan Springerley in Support of Motion to Dismiss. 
3. Affidavit of Gary Barber in Support of Motion to Dismiss. 
, I 
DATED this_\_ day of July, 2011. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
Brian K. Julian, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants Smith County and 
Tax Assessor, Gary Barber 
MOTION TO DISMISS , MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT - 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _\_\ _ day of July, 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT by delivering the same to each of the 
following attorneys of record, by the method indicated below, addressed as 
follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
1 0 6 21 2 S. 0 Id Hwy 1 91 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
[ A--J U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
Brian K. Julian 
MOTION TO DISMISS , MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT - 3 
Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, ISB No. 7534 
ANDERSON, WLIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83 707-7 426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkjulian(@,ajhlaw.com 
sadamsl@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Smith County and 
Tax Assessor, Gary Barber 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND 
FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 
HOLLI TELFORD assignee to M.D. Diet Trust, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 - 10, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO 
QUASH AND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
COME NOW, the above-entitled Defendants, Smith County Texas, and Smith County 
Tax Assessor Gary Barber, by and through their attorneys of record, Anderson, Julian & Hull, 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 1 
- 100-
LLP, and hereby submit this Memorandum in Supp01i of Motion to Dismiss, Motion to Quash 
and Motion for Summary Judgment. 
I. 
INTRODUCTION 
Plaintiff Holli Telford1 has filed a lawsuit against Smith County, Texas and Smith 
County, Texas Tax Assessor Gary Barber ("Defendants") related to a sealed bid she submitted 
on property in Texas. Plaintiff is acting pro se, with which she has some experience.2 Despite her 
apparent legal knowledge, Plaintiff improperly served Smith County and Gary Barber by mail. 
Further, the Court has no personal jurisdiction over Smith County or Gary Barber, and Idaho is a 
forum non conveniens for these defendants. Venue is properly in Texas over the claims Plaintiff 
has raised. Finally, Plaintiff cannot prevail on a number of her claims against Defendants 
because the claims do not apply or she cannot prove facts sufficient to establish a prima facie 
case. These issues will be discussed in more detail below. Defendants request that service of 
process be quashed as improper, and that the case be dismissed, or in the alternative, summary 
judgment be granted. 
Plaintiff, even though she is pro se, must be treated as if she has full knowledge of the 
law.3 Therefore, to the extent that an attorney would be subject to sanctions for filing a lawsuit 
Formerly Holli Lundahl. See http://www.forbes.com/forbes/2007/0903/104.html (last visited July 8, 2011). 
See also Lundahl v. Hawkins, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 99739 (W.D. Tex. Oct. 27, 2009). 
2 See Lundahl v. Hawkins, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 99739 (W.D. Tex. Oct. 27, 2009). Ms. Telford has filing 
restrictions placed against her in the United States Supreme Comi, the Ninth Circuit, the Tenth Circuit, the United 
States District Court for the District of Utah, the United States District Comi for the District of Idaho, and the 
Supreme Court of Utah. Lunda!tl, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 99739 at *3. Pursuant to Lundahl, Ms. Telforad was also 
enjoined from filing future claims without permission in the United States District Court for the Western District of 
Texas. Lundahl, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 99739 at *15 - 17. 
3 Though pleadings are liberally construed for prose litigants, see Lopez v. Smith, 203 F.3d 1122, 1131 (9th 
Cir. 2000), "A person who elects to represent themselves has the same duties and responsibilities to know and 
understand legal procedures as an attorney." Weik v. Shinn (In re Weik), 2008 Bankr. LEXIS 481 (Bankr. D. Ariz. 
Feb. 15, 2008). See also King v. Atiyeh, 814 F.2d 565, 567 (9th Cir. 1987) ("Pro se litigants must follow the same 
rules of procedure that govern other litigants."); Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 54 (9th Cir. 1995) ("prose litigants 
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MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 2 
- I f>l -
for which there is no personal jurisdiction, Plaintiff would also be subject to sanctions. I.R. C.P. 
l l(a)(l). 
II. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
Plaintiff Holli Telford attempted to submit a bid on property that had been struck-off in 
Smith County, Texas, and therefore was subject to sale by sealed public bid. Complaint\ ~~ 4 -
6; Barber Aff, ~~ 12 - 14. Plaintiff admits that she never received a deed for the property. 
Complaint,~ 7. See also Barber Aff, ~ 17. Ms. Telford never paid for the prope1iy. Barber Ajf., 
~ 19. On May 6, 2011, Plaintiff submitted a letter to the Smith County Tax Assessor's office 
withdrawing her bid, and placing a substitute bid. Barber Alf., ~ 20. As this letter was not a 
sealed bid, it could not be accepted. Barber Aff., ~ 21. Plaintiff's sealed bid was never accepted 
by Smith County, as it was never approved by the various applicable taxing districts, including 
Tyler Independent School District, Smith County, and Emergency District No. 2. Barber Aff., ~ 
16. 
During the time that Plaintiff was taking these actions, Gary Barber was the Smith 
County Tax Assessor. Barber Ajf., ~ 2. Prior to this lawsuit, the Smith County Tax Assessor's 
office was never notified that Plaintiff lived or was located in Idaho. Barber Alf., ~ 11. All of the 
documents submitted by Ms. Telford to Smith County indicated her mailing address was a post 
office box in Tyler, Texas. Barber Aff, ~ 9, Exs. A and B. The letter of credit which 
accompanied Ms. Telford's sealed bid indicated it was being drawn on a bank in Ogden, Utah. 
Barber Ajf., ~ 19, Ex. C. Plaintiff's telephone number had a 469 area code, which is for the 
are bound by the rules of procedure."); Jacobsen v. Filler, 790 F.2d 1362, 1364 (9th Cir. 1986) ("prose litigants in 
the ordinary civil case should not be treated more favorably than parties with attorneys of record."). 
4 Defendants do not admit any of the allegations made in Plaintiff's Complaint. However, for the purposes of 
this Motion, the allegations will be treated as if they are true. See Taylor v. McNic/zols, 149 Idaho 826, 832 (2010) 
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Dallas, Texas, metro area. Barber Aff, 'if 11. Mr. Barber does not remember ever talking to 
Plaintiff during the events she outlines in her Complaint. Barber A.ff, if 8. 
Smith County is a political subdivision and governmental entity located within the state 
of Texas. Springerley A.ff, if 4. It does not own any property in Idaho, has no registered agent in 
Idaho, does no business in Idaho, holds no licenses in Idaho, is not registered with the state of 
Idaho in any way, produces no goods which are sent to Idaho, does not send its employees or 
agents to Idaho for any reason which would benefit Smith County, and does not consent to 
jurisdiction over it within the State of Idaho. Springerley Aff., 'if'if 5 - 11, 15. Plaintiff served 
Smith County and Gary Barber by sending a letter, certified mail, to Judge Joel Baker, the 
County Judge. Springerley A.ff, ir'if 12 - 13. No personal service of the summons or Complaint 
was made upon Smith County, Texas. Springerley A.ff, ir 14. 
Gary Barber has never been within the boundaries of the State ofldaho. Barber A.ff, ir 4. 
He owns no property in Idaho, nor has he ever owned property in Idaho. Barber Aff., irir 5 - 6. 
He transacts no business in Idaho. Barber Aff., ir 7. Similarly, the Smith County Tax Assessor's 
office is an agency of Smith County, Texas. Barber A.ff, ir 22. It owns no prope1iy in the State of 
Idaho, distributes no goods which could end up in Idaho, and does no business in the State of 
Idaho. Barber A.ff, irir 23 - 26. No personal service of the Summons or Complaint was made 
upon Gary Barber. Springerley A.ff, if 14 
III. 
LEGAL STANDARD 
When reviewing a motion to dismiss, Courts apply the same standard of review they 
would for a motion for summary judgment. Taylor v. McNichols, 149 Idaho 826, 832 (2010). If 
matters outside the pleading are presented and not excluded by the Court, the motion to dismiss 
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is treated as a motion for summary judgment. LR.C.P. 12(b). See also A1iller v. Idaho State 
Patrol, 2011 Ida. LEXIS 72 (Idaho May 18, 2011). Summary judgment is appropriate "if the 
pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that 
there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to a 
judgment as a matter of law." LR.C.P. 56(c). Disputed facts and reasonable inferences are 
construed in favor of the non-moving party. Estate of Becker v. Callahan, 140 Idaho 522, 525 
(2004). "If there is no genuine issue of material fact, only a question oflaw remains," over which 
the Court exercises free review. Indian Springs LLC v. Indian Springs Land Inv., 147 Idaho 
73 7' 7 46 (2009) 
When a motion for summary judgment is made and supported as provided in this 
rule, an adverse party may not rest upon the mere allegations or denials of that 
party's pleadings, but the party's response, by affidavits or as otherwise provided 
in this rule, must set forth specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for 
trial. If the party does not so respond, summary judgment, if appropriate, shall be 
entered against the party. 
LR.C.P. 56(e). 
With regard to personal jurisdiction questions, "[t]he question of the existence of 
personal jurisdiction over an out-of-state defendant is one of law," which is freely reviewed by 
the Court. Blimka v. My Web Wholesaler, LLC., 143 Idaho 723, 726 (2007) 
IV. 
LEGAL ARGUMENTS 
A. PLAINTIFF'S ATTEMPTED SERVICE OF THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT 
SHOULD BE QUASHED BECAUSE IT WAS SERVED IMPROPERLY. 
According to Plaintiff, on or around June 4, 2011, she sent a copy of the Summons and 
Complaint to Defendants by certified mail. Objection to Defendants Smith County and Tax 
Assessor Gary Barber's Special Appearance Notice Under Rule 4(I), ~ 4. See also Springerley 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 5 
-IDL{--
A.ff.,~ 13 Plaintiff argues that service was proper for certified mail pursuant to J.C. § 48-613. 
Objection to Special Appearance,~ 2. This assertion, however, is incorrect. J.C. § 48-613 only 
applies to service of any "notice, demand, or subpoena" allowed under the Idaho Consumer 
Protection Act, which is a power delegated to the Idaho Attorney General, not individual 
plaintiffs. See J.C. §§ 48-611 through 612. This section mentions nothing about service of 
summons or complaints, which are governed exclusively by LR.C.P. 4. 
Pursuant to LR.C.P. 4(d)(l), service must be made personally. Service upon individuals 
may not be made by mailing, but must be made by "delivering a copy of the summons and of the 
complaint to the individual personally" or by leaving a copy at the person's house. I.R.C.P. 
4( d)(2). Service upon governmental subdivisions of a state may not be made by mailing, but 
must be made by "delivering a copy of the summons and complaint to the chief executive officer 
or the secretary or clerk thereof." LR.C.P. 4(d)(5). With regard to Gary Barber and Smith 
County, Plaintiff failed in both respects. If Mr. Barber is being sued personally, then personal 
service was required at his residence. This did not happen. If he is being served in his official 
capacity, then service is required the same way as for Smith County, by personally delivering a 
copy of the summons and Complaint to the secretary or clerk of the governmental entity. This 
also did not happen. Plaintiff sent a copy of the summons and complaint to Smith County Judge 
Joel Baker. Springerley Aff, ~ 13. Therefore, Plaintiff did not properly serve the summons and 
Complaint. 
Under I.R.C.P. 12(b)(4) and 12(b)(5), insufficient process and service of process are 
grounds for dismissal. A court does not have jurisdiction over a defendant unless and until the 
defendant has been properly served. Direct .~ail Specialists, Inc. v. Eclat Computerized 
Technologies, Inc., 840 F.2d 685, 688 (9th Cir. 1988). "When service of process is challenged, 
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the party on whose behalf it is made must bear the burden of establishing its validity." Aetna 
Business Credit, Inc. v. Universal Decor & Interior Design, Inc., 635 F.2d 434, 435 (5th Cir. 
1981). "Strict compliance is required with the rules governing manner of service." Duran v. 
Macias-Price, 2007 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 93440 (E.D. Cal. Dec. 19, 2007). 
Therefore, because Defendants have not been properly served, Defendants request that 
the Court, in its discretion, dismiss the case, or in the alternative, quash service of the Summons 
and Complaint. See Stevens v. Security Pacific Nat'[ Bank, 538 F.2d 1387, 1389 (9th Cir. 1976) 
(indicating that where there is improper service, Courts have the discretion to either dismiss the 
case or quash service); Rhino Metals, Inc. v. Craft, 146 Idaho 319, 320 (2008) (indicating that 
improper service may be quashed); Schneider v. Sverdsten Logging Co., 104 Idaho 210, 215 
(1983) (service may be quashed where there is no personal jurisdiction). As there are numerous 
other grounds for dismissal, discussed below, Defendants request the Court utilize its discretion 
to dismiss the case. 
B. PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT SHOULD BE DISMISSED BECAUSE ONEIDA 
COUNTY, IDAHO IS NOT THE PROPER VENUE FOR THIS CASE. 
Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 12(b)(3), a case may be dismissed for improper venue. In Idaho, the 
rule of sovereign immunity has been abrogated by the passing of tort claims acts, allowing a 
private individual to sue a govermnental subdivision of the state. See, e.g., Stoddart v. Pocatello 
Sch. Dist. # 25, 149 Idaho 679, 683 (2010). Texas also allows for waiver of sovereign immunity. 
See Tex. Gov't Code § 311.034. However, the waiver is limited: "under the doctrine of sovereign 
immunity, a govermnental unit can only be sued upon its consent." Bott v. Idaho State Bldg. 
Auth., 128 Idaho 580, 591 (1996). Therefore, the limits of the waiver of sovereign immunity 
must be set by the statute which waives the sovereign immunity. 
Under both Idaho and Texas law, sovereign immunity has been abrogated in such a way 
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that when a governmental entity is sued, it must be sued in the county in which it resides. I. C. § 
6-915 states "Actions against a political subdivision or its employee shall be brought in the 
county in which the cause of action arose or in any county where the political subdivision is 
located." See also J.C. § 5-403 ("An action against a county may be commenced and tried in 
such county.") Texas law mirrors this requirement: "An action against a county shall be brought 
in that county." Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code § 15.015. Therefore, as a matter of law, the 
principal of sovereign immunity, as well as Idaho and Texas law, bars a case being brought 
against a Texas county anywhere but that county. Therefore, venue is improper in Oneida 
County; the proper venue is Smith County, Texas. As the Idaho Courts do not have authority to 
transfer a case brought in Idaho to the Texas Courts, see I.R.C.P. 40(e)(2), the case needs to be 
dismissed before it can be refiled in Texas. 
In addition to the fact that venue is improper under law, Idaho is clearly a forum non 
conveniens for the Defendants in this case. As one court stated, 
It is held by the great weight of authority that an action against a municipal 
corporation, whatever the character of the action, is inherently local, and must be 
brought in the county in which the municipality is situated. It is considered to be 
of the greatest importance to the welfare of such bodies, and of the citizens whom 
they serve, that their officers should be permitted to remain at home and discharge 
their public duties, instead of being called hither and thither over different parts of 
the state to attend to litigation. 
Jackson v. Wallace, 189 Miss. 252, 25 8 (Miss. 1940). It makes no sense to drag the defendants, 
the witnesses, and the other named defendants, all of whom presumably live and reside in Texas, 
to Idaho for a case involving property, parties, and actions all of which took place in Texas. The 
filing of this case unreasonably interferes with Gary Barber's and the other affected elected 
officials' public duties. If Smith County public officials are required to participate in a suit in 
Idaho, it will be extremely disruptive to Smith County. They had no knowledge or reason to 
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know that they could or would be haled into Idaho. This is emphasized by the fact that all of the 
personal information Plaintiff to Defendants Gary Barber and Smith County indicated she was in 
Texas. Barber Ajf., ~ 11. Therefore, convenience of witnesses and the ends of justice would be 
promoted if this case were to be dismissed in Idaho. 
C. THE IDAHO DISTRICT COURTS HA VE NO PERSONAL JURISDICTION 
OVER DEFENDANT GARY BARBER OR SMITH COUNTY. 
Pursuant to LR.C.P. 12(b)(2), a case may be dismissed if the Court has no personal 
jurisdiction over the Defendants. 
The proper exercise of personal jurisdiction over non-resident defendants by an 
Idaho court involves satisfying two criteria. First, the court must determine that 
the non-resident defendant's actions fall within the scope of Idaho's long-arm 
statute. Second, the court must determine that exercising jurisdiction over the 
non-resident defendant comports with the constitutional standards of the Due 
Process Clause of the U.S. Constitution. 
Blimka v. My Web Wholesaler, LLC., 143 Idaho 723, 726 (2007). Plaintiff cannot show that 
Defendants meet either of the two criteria. 
Contrary to Plaintiffs argument, Idaho's long arm statute is not LC. § 48-613, but is 
instead LC. § 5-514. See Blimka, 143 Idaho at 726. This statute only applies to "Any person, 
firm, company, association or corporation, whether or not a citizen or resident of this state." LC. 
§ 5-514. This language does not include within its reach foreign sovereign powers, such as other 
states or their political subdivisions.5 Even if it did, one of the following acts would have to have 
been done in order to subject Defendants to jurisdiction within the state: 
(a) The transaction of any business within this state which is hereby defined as the 
doing of any act for the purpose of realizing pecuniary benefit or accomplishing 
Caselaw suggests that this language could be considered to include foreign sovereign powers, such as other 
states and out of state counties. See Saint Alphonsus Reg'! Medical Ctr. v. Wash., 123 Idaho 739, 743 (1993). 
However, this case does not address the issue of whether the State of Washington was a "person, firm, company, 
association or corporation" as defined by the long arm statute, and instead addresses whether Washington committed 
tortious acts within the State of Idaho. Id. In any case, the result was that Idaho courts did not have personal 
jurisdiction over the state of Washinton. Id. at 745. 
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or attempting to accomplish, transact or enhance the business purpose or objective 
or any part thereof of such person, finn, company, association or corporation; 
(b) The commission of a tortious act within this state; 
( c) The ownership, use or possession of any real property situate within this state; 
( d) Contracting to insure any person, property or risk located within this state at 
the time of contracting; 
(e) The maintenance within this state of matrimonial domicile at the time of the 
commission of any act giving rise to a cause of action for divorce or separate 
maintenance; 
(f) The engaging in an act of sexual intercourse within the state, giving rise to a 
cause of action for paternity under chapter 11, title 7, Idaho Code. The provisions 
of this subsection shall apply retroactively, and for the benefit of any dependent 
child, whether born before or after the effective date of this act, and regardless of 
the past or current marital status of the parents of the child. 
J.C. § 5-514. Defendants participated in none of these actions. There was no business transaction 
which occurred in Idaho. Contrary to Plaintiff's allegations, no purchase/sale contract between 
herself and Defendants occurred in Idaho, or anywhere else. If the contract Plaintiff is referring 
to is the sealed and public bid, the fact that she may have filled out a bid in Idaho (and it is not 
clear that she did) does not create personal jurisdiction over Defendants in Idaho. Therefore, no 
business transaction occurred in Idaho. 
There is no allegation of tort within the State of Idaho, nor is there any allegation relating 
to sexual intercourse, which precludes subsections (b) and (f) from applying. 6 Defendants own 
no property in Idaho, and the issue is regarding real property that is located in Texas, which 
precludes subsection ( c) from applying. There is no contract of insurance with Defendants, and 
therefore subsection (d) cannot apply. Neither Gary Barber nor Smith County have a matrimonial 
Plaintiff claims that she talked to a "Lois" in the Smith County Tax Assessor's Office a number of times. 
Complaint, ifif 9, 11. However, these communications were done in person, via e-mail, or on the telephone. No 
Smith County Texas employee or agent every spoke with Plaintiff personally in Idaho. Barber Aff, if if l 0 - 11. 
Therefore, no tort occurred in Idaho. 
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domicile in Idaho, precluding subsection (e) from applying. Therefore, the long ann statute does 
not create personal jurisdiction over the Defendants in Idaho. 
Plaintiff alleges in her Complaint that "Smith County, Texas' [sic] Office advertised over 
the internet, the sales of various improved and unimproved real properties." Complaint, Cj! 4. 
However, this also is insufficient to create jurisdiction under the long arm statute. 
[A]n advertisement, standing by itself, is insufficient to rebut corporate denials of 
activities within a state. A similar holding was reached ... where the court held 
that jurisdiction would not be predicated on advertising alone absent a showing 
that defendant launched an intensive and sustained advertising campaign in the 
forum state itself. 
Schneider v. Sverdsten Logging Co., 104 Idaho 210, 214 (1983). Plaintiff has the burden of 
showing that such an intensive and sustained adve1iising campaign aimed at the forum state 
existed, see id., and she has not. Therefore, personal jurisdiction does not exist over the 
Defendants under the long arm statute. 
Even if the acts of the Defendants did fall within the coverage of the Idaho long arm 
statute, Constitutional concerns prohibit the Idaho state Courts from exercising personal 
jurisdiction over the Defendants. Defendants would need to have sufficient minimum contacts 
with the state "such that the maintenance of the suit does not offend traditional notions of fair 
play and substantial justice. In determining the existence of minimum contacts, a court must 
focus on the relationship among the defendant, the forum, and the litigation." Blimka, 143 Idaho 
at 727. 
Defendants do not have sufficient minimum contacts with the state of Idaho. Examples of 
minimum contacts include "that the defendant must 'purposefully avail' himself of doing 
business in the forum state; the litigation must 'arise out of or relate to the contacts;' and those 
contacts must be sufficient such that the defendant could 'reasonably anticipate' being haled into 
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court in the forum state." 1l1cA11ally v. Bonjac, Inc., 137 Idaho 488, 491 (2002). Plaintiff cannot 
show such minimum contacts. Neither Defendant owns property in Idaho, conducts business in 
Idaho, sends representatives to Idaho, produces goods which could end up in Idaho, or is licensed 
in Idaho. Gary Barber has never even been to Idaho. Barber Ajf., ~ 4. Neither party had any 
knowledge prior to this lawsuit that Plaintiff lived or was located in Idaho, because every piece 
of information Plaintiff provided to Defendants indicated she had a Texas address and phone 
number. Id. at ~~ 10 - 11. This clearly contrasts with the situation in Blimka, where the Supreme 
Court notes that "defendants knew that Blimka was residing in Idaho." Blimka, 143 Idaho at 
727. There is no reason why Defendants "should have reasonably anticipated being haled into 
Idaho courts." Id. at 728. Further, in Saint Alpltonsus Reg'! A1edical Ctr. v. Wash., 123 Idaho 
739 (1993), where the Supreme Court found that the State of Washington had "1) reimburs[ed] 
St. Alphonsus for medical bills submitted to the Washington State Department of Labor and 
Industry in Olympia, Washington; (2) sen[t] a provider application to St. Alphonsus; (3) issu[ed] 
a provider number to St. Alphonsus; and (4) inform[ed] St. Alphonsus of changes in 
Washington's worker's compensation rules", the state of \Vashington still did not have sufficient 
contacts with Idaho to subject it to personal jurisdiction in Idaho. Saint Alphonsus Reg'! 
Medical Ctr., 123 Idaho at 745. Defendants have not done anything near as extensive as the State 
of Washington in the Saint Alpltonsus case. 
The situation in this case is very like the situation in Akichika v. Kelleher, 96 Idaho 930 
(1975). In that case, the Plaintiff saw an advertisement in a Portland newspaper left at the airport 
in Boise advertising a truck for sale. Akichika, 96 Idaho at 931 - 32. The Plaintiff then went to 
Oregon, entered into a contract in Oregon, and while driving back to Idaho, the truck broke down 
in Oregon. Id. at 932. Under these facts, the Court said there wasn't jurisdiction under the long 
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arm statute. Id. at 933. The facts are similar here. Plaintiff saw list of properties for sale on the 
Smith County website, sent a letter to Texas, visited Texas, and never gave Smith County or Mr. 
Barber any indication that she was from Idaho. Therefore, there is no personal jurisdiction. 
Further, with regard to Defendant Barber, even assuming that Smith County was subject 
to jurisdiction, it does not mean that jurisdiction automatically applies to Barber. Plaintiff would 
have to show that Barber individually has minimum contacts with Idaho, as the long arm statute 
"does not permit a court to exercise personal jurisdiction over the agent of a company who lacks 
sufficient contacts with Idaho, even if the principal is subject to jurisdiction through the actions 
of its other agents." Knutsen v. Cloud, 142 Idaho 148, 150-151 (2005). There is no independent 
source of jurisdiction over Mr. Barber, and Plaintiff makes no attempt in the Complaint to allege 
that he has any contact with Idaho. Other than being mentioned in the caption, Mr. Barber's 
name is not mentioned in the body of the Complaint. 
Based on the foregoing, Plaintiffs complaint against the Defendants should be dismissed 
for lack of personal jurisdiction. 
D. PLAINTIFF CLAIMS l\1UST BE DISMISSED BECAUSE THEY DO NOT APPLY 
TO DEFENDANTS, OR BECAUSE PLAINTIFF HAS FAILED TO ALLEGE A 
PRIMA FACIE CASE. 
Plaintiffs first cause of action is for specific perfonnance on a bid purchase contract. 
Complaint, ii 16 - 19. Contrary to Plaintiffs allegations, see Complaint, if 2, no actual contract 
for purchase and sale of the property was signed or entered into. Property sold pursuant to a 
sealed bid procedure does not create a unilateral contract which may be accepted by 
performance. Plaintiffs bid was withdrawn, and then she failed to submit another sealed bid. 
Barber A.ff., if if 20 - 21. Therefore, her offer was never accepted, and no contract was created. 
"The burden of proving the existence of a contract and fact of its breach is upon the plaintiff." 
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Idaho Power Co. v. Cogeneration, Inc., 134 Idaho 738, 747 (2000). Plaintiff has failed to show 
that a contract existed, and even taking the facts she has alleged in her Complaint in a light most 
favorable to her, she cannot show that there was a contract. 
Even if a contract existed, it is unclear who would be the other paiiy on the contract. It 
certainly would not be Gary Barber, as he did not own the property that was struck off on Smith 
County tax roles. If it is Smith County, there is no signed document, and Smith County, Tyler 
Independent School District, and Emergency District No. 2 had never approved Plaintiff's sealed 
bid. Barber Ajf., ii 16. Under the Idaho statute of frauds, no contract exists unless the contract is 
in writing. LC. § 9-503. There is no signed writing. Absent a valid, enforceable contract, specific 
performance is unavailable as a remedy. 
With regard to Plaintiff's second cause of action, for breach of contract and the covenant 
of good faith and fair dealing, see Complaint, fiil 20 - 22, such claim must fail for the reasons 
stated above. The covenant of good faith and fair dealing is implied into every contract. Indep. 
Sch. Dist. v. Harris Family Ltd. P'ship, 249 P.3d 382, 388 (Idaho 2011). Therefore, where there 
is no contract, there is no covenant. 
Plaintiff's third cause of action, for violation of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act, 
Complaint, fii! 23 - 24, does not state a claim against the Defendants, nor does it apply under the 
facts ofthis case. The act only applies to "persons" who engage in "trade or commerce." See J.C. 
§§ 48-603 - 48-603F. A person is defined as 
natural persons, corporations both foreign and domestic, trusts, partnerships both 
limited and general, incorporated or unincorporated associations, companies, 
trusts, business entities, and any other legal entity, or ai1y other group associated 
in fact although not a legal entity or any agent, assignee, heir, employee, 
representative or servant thereof. 
LC. § 48-602(1). This definition does not include governmental entities. In fact, governmental 
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entities are specifically identified in the definition of "regulatory body or officer'', J.C. § 48-
602(9), showing an intent to leave governmental entities out of the definition of "persons." 
"Trade" and "commerce" are defined as 
advertising, offering for sale, selling, leasing, renting, collecting debts arising out 
of the sale or lease of goods or services or distributing goods or services, either to 
or from locations within the state of Idaho, or directly or indirectly affecting the 
people of this state. 
J.C. § 48-602(2). The property in Texas is clearly not within the state of Idaho, and it does not 
directly or indirectly affect the people of the state of Idaho. Therefore, Plaintiff cam1ot prevail on 
a claim under the Idaho Consumer Protection Act. 
Finally, Plaintiff's fourth claim is for violation of the Utah Fraudulent Communications 
Act, Utah Code Ann.§ 76-10-1801. Complaint, 125. This is a Utah criminal statute, which does 
not indicate that it creates a private right of action. Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1801. Generally, 
Idaho Courts do not create a private right of action for enforcement of a statute. 
[W]hen a statute is silent regarding private enforcement, courts may recognize a 
private right only when it is necessary to assure the effectiveness of the statute." 
In Yoakum v. Hartford Fire Ins. Co., 129 Idaho 171, 176, 923 P.2d 416, 421 
(1996), the Court noted that "in absence of strong indicia of a contrary legislative 
intent, courts must conclude that the legislature provided precisely the remedies it 
considered appropriate." 
Brock v. Bd. of Dirs., 134 Idaho 520, 523 (2000). With this statute, it is a stretch for Plaintiff to 
argue that the Utah Legislature intended to create a private cause of action in Idaho for a Utah 
criminal statute. The Idaho Supreme Comi has been reticent to create private causes of action for 
violation of criminal statutes. See Foster v. Shore Club Lodge, 127 Idaho 921, 926 (1995). 
Presumably this is because the criminal statutes already create the applicable remedies, which are 
criminal penalties. See Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1801(1) (identifying the criminal penalties 
involved for violation of the statute). Therefore, as there is no evidence that the Utah Legislature 
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intended to (or even can) create a private cause of action in Idaho for violation of a Utah criminal 
statute, this claim should be dismissed. In any case, there is no evidence that any communication 
violative of§ 76-10-1801 took place in Utah, and there is no basis for assuming that this law was 
violated, or that Utah law even applies to the facts of this case. 
If Plaintiff is alleging conspiracy, see Complaint, ~ 15, there is no cause of action in 
Idaho for civil conspiracy. See Mannos v. Moss, 143 Idaho 927, 935 (2007) ("Civil conspiracy is 
not, by itself, a claim for relief."); McPheters v. Maile, 138 Idaho 391, 395 (2003) (same). 
If Plaintiff is claiming fraud, see Complaint, ~ 15, Plaintiff has failed to plead her claim 
with particularity. LR.C.P. 9(b). 
[T]he alleging party must specify what factual circumstances constituted the 
fraud. A party must establish nine elements to prove fraud: 1) a statement or a 
representation of fact; 2) its falsity; 3) its materiality; 4) the speaker's knowledge 
of its falsity; 5) the speaker's intent that there be reliance; 6) the hearer's ignorance 
of the falsity of the statement; 7) reliance by the hearer; 8) justifiable reliance; and 
9) resultant injury. 
Glaze v. Deffenbaugh, 144 Idaho 829, 833 (2007). At a minimum, Plaintiff cannot prove that 
Defendants made any statements upon which they intended her to rely. She admits in her 
Complaint that it would take at least four months for her to obtain a deed. Complaint, ~ 7. It is 
illogical in the extreme for anyone to assume that they have the right to enter property and alter it 
when they do not have a deed to the property, nor have they paid for it. Therefore, any reliance 
Plaintiff could have made on any statement she alleges by the Defendants was not justifiable. 




Defendants contend that there is no jurisdiction over them personally in the state of 
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Idaho, and therefore they should be dismissed from this cunent action with prejudice. Fmiher, 
even if jurisdiction were found, Plaintiff cannot, as a matter of law, prove her claims against the 
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ST A TE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF SMITH 
STAN SPRINGERLEY, having been first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and 
says: 
1. That the statements contained herein are made of your Affiant's own 
personal knowledge and are true and correct to the best of his information. 
2. I am an Assistant District Attorney for Smith County, Texas. The County 
Seat of Smith County, Texas is located in Tyler, Texas. 
3. Smith County, Texas and Smith County, Texas Tax Assessor Gary Barber 
are named Defendants in this action. 
4. Smith County, Texas is a governmental entity and political subdivision 
located within the boundaries of the state of Texas. 
5. Smith County, Texas does not own, lease, or rent any property in the 
State of Idaho. 
6. Smith County, Texas does no business in the State of Idaho. 
7. Smith County, Texas produces no goods which could end up in the State 
of Idaho. 
8. Smith County, Texas has no registered agent to accept service of process 
in the State of Idaho. 
9. Smith County, Texas holds no licenses nor is it registered in any manner 
with the State of Idaho. 
10. Smith County, Texas, purchases no goods, equipment, or property in the 
State of Idaho. 
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11. Smith County, Texas, does not send its employees or agents to Idaho for 
any reason which would benefit Smith County, Texas. 
12. The appropriate person for service of process against Smith County, 
Texas, is the Hon. Joel Baker, County Judge. 
13. On June 10, 2011, a letter sent via certified mail was received by Smith 
County Judge Joel Baker which contained a document entitled Summons and a copy of 
the Complaint. A true and correct copy of the envelope containing these documents is 
attached hereto as "Exhibit A". 
14. No personal service of the summons or Complaint was made upon Smith 
County, Texas. 
15. Smith County, Texas does not consent to the exercise of jurisdiction over 
it by the courts of the State of Idaho. I make this declaration only as a special 
appearance in support of the Motion to Dismiss and to Quash Services of Summons. 
FURTHER your Affiant saith naught. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this l:_ day of July, 2000. 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _
1
/_ day of July, 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF STAN SPRINGEREL Y IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT by delivering the same to each of the following attorneys of record, by 
the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
(><] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ J Hand-Delivered 
[ J Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
Brian K. Julian 
AFFIDAVIT OF STAN SPRINGERELY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, 
MOTION TO QUASH AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 4 
- 12-0-" 
EXHIBIT 
Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, ISB No. 7534 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkjulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Smith County and 
Tax Assessor, Gary Barber 
t.-/ f :t I . U"" n I 0 ir\ 1' r, ,. I \ I ll i I "J l\ -
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE EST A TE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 - 10, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF TEXAS 
ss: 
County of Smith County 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
AFFIDAVIT OF GARY BARBER 
GARY BARBER, having been first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
AFFIDAVIT OF GARY BARBER - 1 
-1i:z ...... 
1. That the statements contained herein are made of your Affiant's own 
personal knowledge and are true and correct to the best of his information. 
2. I am the county tax assessor for Smith County, Texas. All statements 
made herein are based on my personal knowledge and belief. 
3. I do not consent and have not consented to the exercise of jurisdiction 
over my person by the Courts of the State of Idaho. I make this declaration only as a 
special appearance in support of the Motion to Quash Service of the Summons and 
Motion to Dismiss. 
4. I have never been within the boundaries of the State of Idaho. 
5. I own no property in the State of Idaho. 
6. I have never owned property in the State of Idaho. 
7. I transact no business within the State of Idaho. 
8. I do not recall ever having spoken directly with Plaintiff Holli Telford. 
9. Holli Telford's address in the Smith County Tax Assessor's records is a 
post office box located in Tyler, Texas. 
10. I have never been informed that Holli Telford lived or was located in Idaho. 
11. No information that the Smith County Assessor's office received from Holli 
Telford indicated that she lived in or was located in Idaho. Ms. Telford's telephone 
number listed on her bid documents had an area code of 469, which is for the Dallas 
Metro area. 
12. Plaintiff Holli Telford made a sealed bid on property that was being sold 
pursuant to court sale. 
AFFIDAVIT OF GARY BARBER - 2 
- rz..~ -
13. Attached hereto as "Exhibit A" is a true and correct copy of the sealed bid 
received from Holli Telford. 
14. Attached hereto as "Exhibit B" is a true and correct copy of the envelope 
containing the sealed bid received from Plaintiff HolliTelford. 
15. Because Ms. Telford's bid was more than seventy-five percent of the 
value of the taxes owed on the property, it was sent to the applicable taxing districts for 
approval. 
16. Ms. Telford's bid could not be approved and accepted until Smith County, 
the Tyler Independent School District, and Emergency District No. 2 had approved the 
bid. 
17. Ms. Telford was never provided with a deed for the property for which she 
submitted a bid. 
18. Prior to Ms. Telford's bid being accepted, the property was redeemed 
pursuant to Texas law. 
19. Plaintiff Holli Telford never made any payment with regard to the property 
on which she bid. The only document regarding payment received by the county was a 
letter of credit, a true and correct copy of which is attached as "Exhibit C". 
20. On or around May 6, 2011, Ms. Telford submitted a letter to the Smith 
County Assessor's office withdrawing her sealed bid, and submitting a substitute bid for 
the property at issue. A true and correct copy of this letter is attached hereto as "Exhibit 
D". 
21. As this letter was not a sealed bid, under Texas law the Smith County Tax 
Assessor's Office could not consider it as a bid for struck-off property. 
AFFIDAVIT OF GARY BARBER - 3 
-tV-t-
22. The Smith County Tax Assessor's office is an agency of Smith County, 
Texas, which is a governmental subdivision within the State of Texas. 
23. The Smith County Tax Assessor's office does no business in the State of 
Idaho. 
24. The Smith County Tax Collector's office distributes no goods, and 
produces no items which could end up within the State of Idaho. 
25. Smith County Texas owns no property in the State of Idaho. 
26. Smith County Texas has no registered agent for service of process within 
the State of Idaho. 
FURTHER your Affiant saith naught 
Gary Barber ~ 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this£ day of...\~ , 2011. 
\ 
I , Residing 
at: /5/?uJ cM.v..cf 1~3;l -~ /S/tJ-Z-
My Commission 
Expirefi;~ G,Q' ;;JX) ( 3 
AFFIDAVIT OF GARY BARBER - 4 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
11 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _: _ day of July, 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF GARY BARBER by delivering the same to 
each of the following attorneys of record, by the method indicated below, addressed as 
follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Plaintiff Pro Se 
AFFIDAVIT OF GARY BARBER - 5 
- lt.I.? -
[k] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ J Hand-Delivered 
[ l Overnight Mail 
[ J Facsimile 
Brian K. Julian 
Property# P237 
Suit#: 22,107-C 
WORK SHEET FOR WALK-IN BIDS 
STRUCK-OFF PROPERTY RESALE CHECK LIST 
Defendant: PAUL W KELLEY ESTATE 
Judgment Date: Judgment Amount 
Sheriff Fees 




Property Acct #: 





0.43 ACRES PART OF THE J. CAUBLE SURVEY. DEED RECORDED IN VOLUME 1551, PAGE 735 SMITH COUNTY, 
TEXAS {4811 FM 2661) 
Opening Bid: $ 11,320.00 Date Property was Struck-Off: 
Struck-Off Deed Recorded 
Bidder Information: Date of Bid: March 20, 2011 Amount of Bid: 12,001.00 
Type of Payment: LETTER OF CREDIT 
Name of Bidder: Holli Telford 
Phone #: 469-• 
Address of Bidder: _ __,_P_O:....::B;;.::O~X:..o-----------
Resolutions: 
Entity Date Entity to Consider Bid Date Approved 
Smith County: ______ _ 
School: ________ _ 
City: ________ _ 
TJC: ________ _ 
Other:. _________ _ 
Date Bid Sent to PBFCM:. ___________ _ By: __________ _ 
Date Bid Recs:iived by PBFCM: __________ _ By: __________ _ 
Date Turned into Secretary: __________ _ 
Date Completed by Secretary: _________ _ 
Date Purchase Money Transferred to PBFCM: _________ By:--------
Date Purchase Money Received By PBFCM: By: ________ _ 
Date Purchaser was Notified By: Phone ________ / Mail _______ _ 
Date Deed Filed: _______ _ Filing No. ________ By: _______ _ 
Date Money was Distributed: _______________ _ 
As soon as the bid has been accepted by all entities, the bid amount needs to be given to PBFCM to deposit for distribution, 
(usual procedure would be that the tax office would receive this bid first, hold check, cash or money ordeeJ ~iiiii!l!iiii. ltiiri!liiifia111t. 
by all entities, then at this time the bid amount should come to us to deposit for distribution) and the suid 




Smit.1-i. County Appraisal Distn1;c - Account Detail 2011 
' . Page 1 of 2 
Ownership Data Dwellin!'.1 Information 
Account: 100000020600013090 Year Built: 1976 
PIN#: 043056 Square Feet: 1120 
Owner: SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE Stories: 1 
Address: PO BOX 2011 Ext. Wall: CONCRETE BLOCK 
City/ST/Zip: TYLER, TX 75710 -0000 Bath Full: 1 
2011 Preliminary Values 
IWBFP: 0 
Land Value: $4200.00 IA TTENTION: Effective September 1, 2005, in 
[Ag Value: $0 accordance with S.B. No. 541, we will no longer 
Bldg Value: $36264.00 klisplay photos, sketches, or floor plans of residential 
tTotal Value: $40464.00 properties. 
2011 Exemptions Dwellinci Area Square Feet 
Frozen Values I Years Area .. 1 1120 
HOMESTEAD EXEMPTION FORM For Actual Tax Levy contact Gary Barber Tax Assessor/Collector at (903) 590-2920. Tax ammounts sho.vn are Estimates Prepared by the Smith 
Deed Information County Appraisal District 
Book: Jurisdictions/2011 Est Taxes 
Paoe: SMITH COUNTY $0.0( 
Recd. Date: 11/29/2010 !TYLER ISO $0.0( 
Recd. Info: SD 55262 SCESD #2 $0.01 
LeQal Information 




Subd/Survev: IABST A0206 J CAUBLE 




..,. rz .. ~-
http:11wvrnr.smithcad.orgJscadarc/mapprc.asp? Acct= 1000000206000 l 3090&Txyr=201 l &... 4/18/2011 
.Smith County Appraisal Distr1v< - Account Detail 2011 
C'R.1113 
Smith County Appraisal District 
THIS MAP WAS PREPARED BY THE SMITH COUNTY APPRAISAL DISTRICT FOR 
ITS USE ONLY. AND MAY BE REVISED \MTHOUT NOTIFICATION TO ANY USER. NO 
WARRANTY, GUARANTEE, OR REPRESENTATION IS MADE BY THE SMITH 
COUNTY APPRAISAL DISTRICT AS TO THE ABSOLUTE CORRECTNESS OR 
SUFFICIENCY OF ANY REPRESENTATION CONTAINED IN THIS MAP, AND THE 
SMITH COUNTY APPRAISAL DISTRICT ASSUMES NO RESPONSIBILITY IN 
CONNECTION THEREWITH. 
- l2Pi-
Page 2 of2 
N 
http ://www.smithcad.org/scadarc/mapprc.asp? Acct=l 00000020600013090&Txyr=2011&... 4/18/2011 
BID 
I hereby submit my bid for the purchase of: 
PBF I LGB # ---'-P-t."d. ....... 8<-,7,___ __ _ 
Property Account# __ ...._/_--'-0-==l:t--~~~~t?.__-~O-'~-· D._~_-""""'()_~_·--0~1_.3'--'0_9'_..t.._J _____ _ 
Enclosed is a cashier's check, money order or a letter of credit from a local bank for the bid amount. 
/. "JI /Vl/ ~ Bid Amount$ _____ _,__""'-_;;_;/'""'v'--""1~ ....... ----------------------
PRINT NAME ___ ,,__./A'-"'vi-""-w"'-'--...... te., ..... 1-.... m'+4-'M==--------------
AooREss ___ .....;..f__;, ()::::..._;_. -=&_ag'---_l __ _,_
1
, _l_n_u:._12:-_,., +l--'T>._,_X_.;;__7;;;;_5'--L....1:....L1 /___ _ 
Tl'L~ STATE ;t:Ms. ZIP ?~?II -------
Print name(s) to appear on deed if different than above: 
I certify that I have no outstanding tax judgments or tax delinquencies in Smith County. With 
each sealed bid, I am submitting a statement from the Smith County Tax Office stating such, 
as required by Hou · I 335. 
0210612006 
- 130 _, 
.. .. 
COUNTY TAX ASSESSOR-COLLECTOR'S WRITTEN STATEMENT 
UNDER TEX. TAX CODE 34.015 
REGARDING DE INQUENT TAXES 
This is to certify as follows: {chcc"'- applicable statcme~ts(s)} 
V · ~e pefso~pan~ wi:~;.. nltme IS-shown above owes no delinquent 
/ 
taus to · ~ · County or to a school district or municipality 
for which the county assessor-collector is the tax collector 
the person/firm/company whose na~c is shown above owes no delinquent 
taxes to any school district or municipality having territory in 
e<f~ .. · ' County. . 
there are no reported delinquent taxes owed by the person/firm/company 
whose name is s~ above to any school district or municipality h.aving 
territory in~ County. 
the pcrson/firmfcompany whose name is shown above owes delinquent 
b.:ics to· · - - -eou&:dy ancl/or to a school tli.-.trktor· 
municipality for which the county assessor-collector is the tax collector in· 
the amounts shown on' the attached statement (s). · 
the person/finn/company whose name is shown above owes delinquent 
taxes to 2 school district or municipality having territory in 
______ County in the amounts shown on the attncbcd 
statement(s), each such statement bearing the name and address of the 
applicable tax collector. 
ISSUED TO: tD aJ/__j/ ~(J/JtVtcl 
(Name of RequestA) fl F 









America First Federal Credit Union 
Letter Of Approval 
Member Name: Holli Telford 
Please be advised that our member Holli Telford has been approved 
for a personal loan up to the amount of $18,000 - available for 
immediate funding upon acceptance of her bid proposal to Smith 
County Texas property division for property situs address: 14811 FM 
2661, Flint Texas, bearing LGBS # P237, account# 1-00000-0206-
00-013090 and cause no. 22,107. 
Should you have any questions, please feel free to call us. 
P.O. Sill 9199 • Ogden, Utah 94409 •Toll Free 1.800.999.3961 • www.americali<'s::.com 
Page: 1 
ACCOUNT# CAUSE# OPEN BID ACREAGE IMPNAC LGRS# 
LEGAL ADDRESS SALE DATE CUR VALUE MAP# SCHOOL PBFCM 
195. 1-81281-0006-00-031000 22,094-C 1,500.00 VAC P213 
ROSEWAY 03-02-2010 1,500 TISD 
196. 1-80160-0000-00-089000 22,095-C 5,000.00 VAC P224 
BLUEBIRD 06-01-2010 5,000 TISD 
197. 1-00000-0206-00-013090 22,107-C 11,320.00 I IMP P237 
4811 FM2661 11-2-2010 43,254 TISD 
198. 1-50000-0836-07-010010 22,107-C 7,218.00 IMP P238 
2107BEN 11-2-2010 8,526 TISD 
199. 1-50000-0356-00-0 I 90 l 0 22,1 i5-C 7,000.00 IMP P"-28 
1314CLAUDE 07-06-2010 26,337 TISD 
200. 1-50000-0665-02-086020 22,116-A 8,764.00 IMP P285 
621 S ROSS 02-01-2011 16,969 TISD 
201. 1-50000-0553-00-009000 22,123-B 9,342.71 IMP 923 
1529 N CONFEDERATE 11-02-2010 14,575 TISD 
202. 1-80705-0001-00-311000 22,130-C 4,440.29 IMP 895 
LAKEWAY HARBOR 05-04-2010 10,608 BISD 
203. 1-80062-0000-00-017000 22,132-A 2,000.00 VAC P217 
2732 DEPREIST 04-06-2010 2,000 TISO 
204. 1-80800-0000-00-056000 22,133-B 3,000.00 VAC P218 
f\IBANDERING 05-04-2010 3,000 TISO 
205. I-54660--0000-00-051000 22,134-C 6,700.00 IMP P230 
13432 SIERRA LANE 07-06-2010 7,341 TISO 
206. 1-54660-0000-00-052000 22,134-C 3,300.00 VAC P229 
13432 SIERRA LANE 07-06-2010 5,000 TISO 
207. l -50000-0663-00-444000 22,184-B 4,900.00 VAC P225 
1309SHAW 06-01-2010 5,000 Tl SD 
208. 1-50000-0446-00-014000 22,190-B 1,980.00 VAC 931 
1715MOORE 03-01-2011 1,980 TISO 
209. 1-50000-0533-00-023000 22,197-C 4,700.00 VAC P226 
206BAXIER 06-01-2010 4,700 TISD 
210. 1-00000-0010-80-051022 22,208-B 3,306.80 VAC 932 





America First Federal Credit Union 
Letter Of Approval 
Member Name: Holli Telford 
Please be advised that our member Holli Telford has been approved 
for a personal loan up to the amount of $18,000 - available for 
immediate funding upon acceptance of her bid proposal to Smith 
County Texas property division for property situs address: 14811 FM 
2661, Flint Texas, bearing LGBS # P237, account# 1-00000-0206-
00-013090 and cause no. 22,107. 
Should you have any questions, please feel free to call us. 
RO. Sox 9199 •Ogden, Utah 64409 •Toll Free 1.ea:l.999.3961 • www.emvrica~com 
.  .., ,,_ 
PaQe: 1 
EXHIBIT 
TO: SMITH COUNTY ASSESSOR 
AND LINEBARGER LAW OFFICES 
May6,2011 
RE: Tax Sale of Property Identified with property address of: 
14811 FM 2661, Flint, Texas 
*** WITHDRAWAL OF WINNING TAX BID AND RESUBMISSION 
OF NEW BID - AS ONLY BIDDER ON 14811 FM 2661, FLINT, TEXAS 
ALSO CLERIFICATION OF TAX PROPERTY SOLD 
Dear Sirs: 
Please be advised of the following: 
On March 31, 2011, I won the only bid made on the tax sale property 
identified with property address of 14811 FM 2661, Flint, Texas through 
Smith County's struck off tax sale properties "List". This sale has yet to be 
processed through the commissioners office or the school districts. The property 
bearing this address is behind a locked entrance gate. The barn/residence can 
be seen through the gate and appeared to be in good order. I am an out of state 
buyer who largely relied on Smith County Appraisal District's "property 
address" record information when placing the only winning bid and upon the 
passive information of a friend who went to this property address to survey it's 
condition. According to Smith County Appraisal district's records, the land 
bearing the address of 14811 FM 2661 Flint Texas was and is a 23 acre lot with a 
barn/residence affixed thereto and listed as owned by the "Conflitti's". 
I arrived in town on April 30, 2011 and appeared at the property site to 
survey the work needed to be performed on the property. I jump~d the security 
gate on May 2, 2011 to survey the property. Eventually I ran into a person on 
the property purportedly related to the "Conflittis" and who informed me that the 
property was not delinquent in taxes nor had the property been sold at any tax 
sale. I immediately contacted Smith County Assessor's office to clear up the 
confusion. This office referred me to the county tax appraiser Malcom Jefferson 
to clerify the property bearing address 14811 FM 2661 Flint Texas and sold at the 
closed "struck off" tax sale ending March 31, 2011. 
I made contact with the tax appraiser Malcom Jefferson on May 3, 2011. Mr. 
Jefferson informed me that the Conflitti's owned the property bearing address 
14811 FM 2661 Flint Texas, that this property address was not placed up for sale 
by the county and that the taxes were and had always been current on tAJiiiilllllllllllllllllllillllllllllllillllll 
EXHIBIT 
- 1"3'4> -
property bearing situs address 14811 FM 2661 Flint, Texas. Mr. Jefferson then 
informed me that south of the Conflitti's property was a parcel of land owned by 
the County since 1986; but that this property did not have an address assigned 
to it. I THEREFORE NEED CLERIFICATION ON WHICH PROPERTY' I PURCHASED 
BECAUSE I MADE A BID ON THE CONFLiffiS 23 ACRE PARCEL OF LAND BEARING 
A BARN/RESIDENCE AND IDENTIFIED WITH THE SITUS ADDRESS OF 14811 FM 
2661, FLINT TEXAS~ THE SAME IDENTICAL ADDRESS OFFERED BY SMITH 
COUNTY IN THEIR STRUCK OFF PROPERTY' LIST. 
In the event that I had not purchased the Conflitti's 23 acre parcel, I 
examined the lot south of the Conflitti's property which Malcom Jefferson 
indicated was owned by the County. This "non-addressed property" bearing 
PIN number 043056 has apparently acted as a garbage dump for all those who 
chose to use it as such. There is a huge garbage mound on the west side of a 
burned down garage/apartment unit bearing a partially brick facade facing FM 
2661. Furthermore, the whole of the burned out structure is up rooted by trees 
and other foliage. There is no water1 sewer or electricity to this burned out 
structure1 so it is not conceivable that this structure ever acted as a residence. 
The burned out structure and "dumped" garbage located on this property would 
have to be torn down and hauled away. To do this would cost at least $6,000.00. 
Furthermore, the tax appraiser informed me that the burned out and "mildewed" 
building had a listed value of $36,264.00 according to the Smith County Appraisal 
District records. I informed Mr. Jefferson that there was no way the structure had 
any value. Mr. Jefferson agreed to examine the property on May 5, 2011 to 
reassess the value of the structure, admitting that an assessment had not been 
performed on the property since 1986. On this 5th day of May, 2011, the tax 
appraiser did assess the value of the building at "O". Accordingly, the value of 
this property is to the land only at $4200. 
Based on the foregoing, if my Bid for $121001.00 placed on struck 
off property identified with situs address 14811 FM 2661, Flint Texas for 23 acres 
of land plus a barn/ residence - was not in fact to that address property, I 
forthwith withdraw my bid. However, I place this substitute bid for the land 
only described by Appraiser Malcolm Jefferson and bearing PIN number 043056 
-- at its full market value listed by Smith County being $4,200.00 - with 
the contingency that the county will direct it's "waste and garbage crew" to 
remove all garbage/foliage dumped onto to the property while in the care and 
custody of the county, at the county's costs. I will agree to cover the fee to 
demolish the burned out and unsightly looking building at an additional cost of 
$2000.00 to me -- if the County agrees to haul off the debris from this demolition 
function. 
My offer will not only bring in live tax revenue for the city, but will also 
satisfactorily address the eyesore this property has created for the local 
community. In closing, it is my understanding that I was the only person who 
had bid on the subject property likely because of the immense work and costs 
required to "clean up" this eye sore. Accordingly, please submit this 
replacement bid of $4,200.00 in the likely event that I did not successfully bid 
on the Conflitti's property bearing the recorded situs address of 14811 FM 2661 1 
Flint Texas. 
Certificate of Service 
Personally delivered this 6th day of May, 2011 to the following parties: 
Principals of the Law Offices of 
Linebarger, Blair, Goggan and Simpson 
through agent: 
Deborah Milling 
Smith County Assessor Gary Barber 
through agent: 
"Lois 11 in the tax assessor's office 
Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, !SB No. 7534 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7 426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkjulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@aihlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Smith County, 
Tax Assessor, Gary Barber, Tab Beall and 
Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins and Mott, LLP 
ORlG LI t, I "} I\~ f\ L 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 - 10, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
THIRD AMENDED NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
TO: THE ABOVE-ENTITLED PARTIES and their attorneys of record: 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on Friday, the 26th day of August, 
2011, at 11 :00 a.m. of said day, or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard 
before the Honorable Stephen S. Dunn, at the Oneida County Courthouse, Malad 
THIRD AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING - 1 
-13'1-
City, Idaho the undersigned will call up for hearing Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, 
Motion to Quash and Motion for Summary Judgment. Said Defendants will appear 
via telephone conference call, with Defendants initiating said call with the Court. 
DATED this l c; day of August, 2011. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
Brian K. Julian, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall 
and Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, 
Fielder, Collins and Mott, LLP 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ day of August, 2011, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing THIRD AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING by delivering 
the same to each of the following attorneys of record, by the method indicated below, 
addressed as follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Pro Se Plaintiff 
THIRD AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING - 2 
-\'10-
[ K] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ) Facsimile 
Brian K. Julian 
UG-30 -2011 15 :52 Fr om: 2083445510 
Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, ISB No. 7534 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7 426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: {208} 344-5510 
E-Mail: bkjulian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Smith County, 
Tax Assessor, Gary Barber, Tab Beall and 
Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins and Mott, LLP 
'i \ f'J· 1'\ AUG ::i U t:. 'J1 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF lDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATIORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 - 10, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 201 i -000066 
FOURTH AMENDED NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
TO : THE ABOVE-ENTITLED PARTIES and their attorneys of record: 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on Wednesday, the 7th day of 
September, 2011, at 2:00 p.m. of said day, or as soon thereaf ter as counsel can 
be heard before the Honorable Stephen S. Dunn, at the Oneida County Courthouse, 
FOURTH AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING - 1 
- ILl'I -
UG-30-2011 15:53 From:208"<445510 
Malad City, Idaho the undersigned will call up for hearing Defendants 1 Motions to 
Dismiss, Motions to Quash and Motions for Summary Judgment. Said Defendants 
will appear via telephone conference call, with Defendants initiating said call with 
the Court. 
DATED this ~d day of August, 2011. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
By JM <:1-i, t-
Brian K. Julian, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall 
and Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, 
Fielder, Collins and Mott, LLP 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ day of August, 2011 1 I served a tr\.le and 
correct copy of the foregoing FOURTH AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING by delivering 
the same to each of the following attorneys of record, by the method indicated below, 
addressed as follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Pro Se Plaintiff 
FOURTH AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING - 2 
[><] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
AUG-30-2011 15:53 
FOURTH AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING - 3 
_1.i.t~-
Brian K. Julian 
• 
Holli Telford Lundahl 
vs . 
Sandra Copeland, etal. 
SIXTH .T''1)ICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE<'...., IDAH 
_ . AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONEIL_ 
10 COURT STREET 






NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Motion 
Judge: 
Tuesday, February 14, 2012 
Stephen S Dunn 
03:30 PM 
Filed 
FEB 2 2012 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on file in 
this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on February 2nd, 2012. 
HOLLI TELFORD LUNDAHL 
10621 SOLD HWY 191 
MALAD CITY ID 83252 
../Mailed Hand Delivered 
STEPHEN L. ADAMS 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
P.O. BOX 7426 
BOISE ID 83707-7426 
../Mailed Hand Delivered 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Dated: February 2nd, 2012 
Matthew L. Colton 
Clerk Of The District Court 
By ~u~ 
- lLf4-
'L-19-2012 14:43 From: 2083445510 
Filed 
JUL 1 9 2012 
Brian K. Julian, ISB No. 2360 
Stephen L. Adams, ISB No. 7534 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7 426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7 426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
E-Mail: b_Wlian@ajhlaw.com 
sadams@ajhlaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall, 
Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, 
Collins and Mott, LLP, Smith County and 
Tax Assessor, Gary Barber 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ONIEDA 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA MILLS; 
JEANETTE HARMON; CODY KELLEY; 
PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ESTATE OF PAUL 
KELLEY SR; SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; 
TAX ASSESSOR GARY BARBER; SMITH 
COUNTY; ARTIE ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB 
BEAELL; LAW OFFICES OF PURDUE 
BRADON, FELDER, COLLINS & MOTT; 
LISA NEILSON, AND DOES 1 - 10, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-000066 
OBJECTION TO CLERK'S 
RECORD 
COME NOW the above entitled Defendants, Tab Beall, the Law Offices of 
Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins & Mott. LLP, Smith County, Texas, and Smith County 
Tax Assessor Gary Barber, by and through their attorneys of record, Anderson Julian & 
Hull LLP, and pursuant to I.AR. §§ 28 and 29 and the Notice of Lodging Clerk's Record 
OBJECTION TO CLERK'S RECORD - 1 
-1~--
M. 
UL-19-2012 14:43 From:2083445510 
(June 26, 2012), pp. 1 - 2, hereby submit this Objection to the Clerk's Record on 
Appeal. By this Objection, Defendants seek the following: 
1. To add the following to the Clerk's Record: 
a. Register of Actions; 
b. Notice of Special Appearance Pursuant to l.R.C.P. 4(i) (on behalf of 
Defendants Smith County and Gary Barber), filed June 30, 2011; 
c. Notice of Special Appearance Pursuant to l.R.C.P. 4(i) (on behalf of 
Defendants Tab Beall and Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins & Mott, LLP), 
filed July 5, 2011; 
d. Motion to Dismiss, Motion to Quash, and Motion for Summary Judgment 
(on behalf of Defendants Tab Beau and Perdue, Brandon, Fielder, Collins 
& Mott, LLP), with the Memorandum in Support, and Affidavits of Tab 
Beall and Michael J. Darlow, filed July 13, 2011; and 
e. Motion to Dismiss, Motion to Quash, and Motion for Summary Judgment 
(on behalf of Defendants Smith County and Gary Barber), with the 
Memorandum in Support, and Affidavits of Stan Springerley and Gary 
Barber, filed July 13, 2011. 
2. To remove the following from the Clerk's Record: 
a. Amended Returns of Personal Service for Gary Barber, Tab Beall, Perdue 
Brandon, and Smith County Trustee, all filed on September 16, 2011; and 
b. Affidavit Holli Telford, filed March 27, 2012; 
c. Affidavits of Michael Slicker and Ferron Stokes filed March 28, 2012; 
d. Memorandum Decision dated March 28, 2012; 
OBJECTION TO CLERK'S RECORD - 2 
- IJ.fl.p .... 
'L-19-2012 14:44 From:2083445510 
e. Objection to Court's Order, filed April 9, 2012; and 
f. Order on Plaintiffs Objection, dated April 9, 2012. 
The grounds for Defendants' requested additions and deletions are as follows: 
A. REQUESTS FOR ADDITIONS TO THE RECORD 
1. The Register of Actions Should be Included as Part of the Standard 
Record. 
The Clerk's Record does not appear to have a copy of the register of actions 
included with it. Pursuant to I.AR. 28(b)(1)(A), the register of actions is part of the 
standard Clerk's Record. Defendants therefore request that the Clerk's Record be 
amended to include the register of actions. 
2. The Notices of Special Appearance and Motions to Dismiss Should be 
Included to Avoid Confusion. 
The Clerk's Record on appeal omitted the Defendants' Notices of Appearance, 
filed June 30, 2011 and July 5, 2011, and the Motions to Dismiss and supporting 
documentation, filed July 13, 2011. These documents should be included as part of the 
standard record pursuant to /.AR. 28(b)(1 ), and to avoid confusion. 
First, the standard record includes "the original and any amended answer or 
response to the complaint or petition." /.A.R. 28(b)(1)(D). In this case, the Defendants 
filed notices of special appearance to contest jurisdiction, and pursuant to rule, 
thereafter submitted Motions to Dismiss and supporting documents. These 
appearances and Motions to Dismiss were in response to the Complaint. Therefore, 
Defendants request that these documents (including the Motions to Dismiss and 
supporting memoranda and affidavits, as outlined in the Motion to Amend the Clerk's 
Record) be added to the Clerk's Record on appeal as part of the Standard Record. 
OBJECTION TO CLERK'S RECORD - 3 
-1l.f1..-
UL-19-2012 14:44 From:2083445510 
Second, the inclusion of these documents will avoid confusion. Plaintiff requested 
that her response to the Motions to Dismiss be included as part of the Clerk's Record. 
See Notice of Appeal (April 9, 2012), pp. 3 -4. See also R. Vol. I, pp. 126 -149; Vol. II, 
pp. 264 - 284. The Clerk's record as it currently stands includes Defendants' Replies in 
Support of the Motions to Dismiss. R. Vol. I, pp. 153 and 162. The responsive and reply 
briefs will make little sense to the Supreme Court without the actual Motion to Dismiss 
and supporting Memoranda also being available for review. Further, as it is the Court's 
Order granting the Motions to Dismiss which is the basis of this appeal1, it is proper to 
have such documents available to the Supreme Court. Therefore, pursuant to l.A.R. 
28(a), and any other applicable rule, Defendants request that the Clerk's Record be 
amended to include these documents. 
8. OBJECTIONS TO AND REQUEST FOR DELETIONS FROM THE RECORD. 
1. The Amended Returns Filed September 16, 2011 are Irrelevant for 
PurQose of the Appeal, and Should be Deleted. 
Plaintiff has requested that the amended returns of service she filed on 
September 16, 2011 be included in the Clerk's Record. However, these documents are 
irrelevant for the purposes of the appeal. Defendants were granted summary judgment 
solely on the issue jurisdiction. See Memorandum Decision (Oct. 3, 2011), p. 13 - 14 
(stating that jurisdictional issues are the basis for the Court's decision, and Defendants' 
other defenses were not addressed). Further, Plaintiff states in her Notice of Appeal that 
the issue on appeal which she wishes to address as to "the appearing parties" is 
"whether personal jurisdiction exists in the state of Idaho". Notice of Appeal (April 9, 
2012), p. 2. Therefore, the issue of whether Defendants were personally served is not 
See Memorandum Decision (Oct. 3, 2011), p. 1. 
OBJECTION TO CLERK1 S RECORD ~ 4 
- ll.f~---
UL-19-2012 14:44 
an issue that is properly before the Supreme Court on appeal, and the documents 
related to service are irrelevant and should be deleted from the Clerk's Record on 
Appeal. 
2. The Documents Related to Objections to the Judgment are Irrelevant for 
Purpose of the AppeaL and Should be Deleted. 
After Judgment was filed on February 29, 2012, a slough of documents were filed 
objecting to the entry of Judgment However, the only issues on appeal are whether 
there is jurisdiction over the Defendants, and whether the other parties were properly 
served. Notice of Appeal (April 9, 2012), p. 2. There is no appellate issue dealing with 
the propriety of the Judgment, and so the motions and related documents objecting to 
the Judgment are superfluous, irrelevant, and should be deleted from the Clerk's 
Record to avoid confusion. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, Defendants request that the Clerk's Record be amended 
to add and delete the documents as outlined above, in an effort to avoid confusion. 
~ 
DATED this {q day of July, 2012. 
OBJECTION TO CLERK'S RECORD - 5 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
p~ .. 
By ':it: ,.....,-.._ 
Brian K. M.fOfthe Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants Tab Beall 
and Law Offices of Perdue, Brandon, 
Fielder, Collins and Mott, LLP 
- lt.f''1-
L-19-2012 14:44 From:208'445510 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this f:_ day of July, 2012, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing OBJECTION TO CLERK'S RECORD by delivering the 
same to each of the following attorneys of record, by the method indicated below, 
addressed as follows: 
Holli Telford 
Assignee to M.D. Diet Trust 
106212 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad City, Idaho 83252 
Pro Se Plaintiff 











FROM : FAX NO. Jul. 24 2012 09:13PM Pl 
Filed 
Holli Telford 
JUL 2 5 2012 
10621 S. Old Hwy 191 
Malad, Idaho, 83252 
208-766-5559 
IN THE SIXTH JUDtCIAL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO 




Sandra Coleman, et al. 
Defendants 
Case No. 2011-CV-66 
1. Objection To The Clerk's Record 
Prepared For Appeal In This Action 
2. Notice of Non-receipt of Defendant's 
Objection. 
3. Request For A Hearing To Augment Or 
Correct The Record 
COMES NOW Plaintiff Holli Telford and files her Objection to the Clerk's 
Record prepared for appeal in this action. Holli also notices this court that she has not 
received any filing by the Defendants objecting to the record And understands that such 
Objection has been filed with the Supreme Court. Finally Holli requests a hearing to 
augment or correct the record. 
HoHi contends that the following errors are reflected in the record, or the 
record is missing the following records: 
1. The Applications for default certificates and default judgments and 
supporting Affidavits of Holli Telford entered on the specially appearing defendants Tab 
Beall; Law offices of Purdue, Brandon and Felder, etc.; Smith County and Smith County 
Assessor Gary Barber on April 27, 2011; 
2. Notice of Amended Hearing date filed by the Defendants and changing the 
Hearing date from August 19, 2011 to August 26, 2011; 
3. The motion to dismiss fifed by the specially appearing defendants on or 
about May 3, 2011; 
4. On Page 285 of the record, the clerk failed to correct the filing 
/ 
- t'5l -
FROM : FAX NO. Jul. 24 2012 09:14PM P2 
"Opposition by Plaintiff to Defendants Motion To Dismiss" which the clerk received via 
email - to an Amended pleading by writing Amended on that filing, as the court requested 
clerk Skidmore do at the hearing. The fax filing of this pleading received by the court did 
have Amended written on it's face. See page 340 of the record. 
5. Sometime in late August, 2011, the court issued an order directing that a 
hearing be conducted on September 7, 2011. This order is missing from the record. 
6. Page 354 of the record is an audio recording of a phone message by 
Smith County sales manager Lois Mosley asking Holli Telford to return her call to firm up 
terms of transferring the deed in question to Holli. There is no CD in the record. Hom will 
bring another copy of this CD. 
7. Holli was arrested just prior to entering the courtroom for the hearing 
scheduled for November 21, 2011. This court had reportedly entered an order taking 
that hearing off calander because this court was aware that Holli was going to be arrested 
on false charges making up criminal case no. 2011-CR-958. This order should be made 
part of the record. And; 
8. The order scheduling a hearing for February 14, 2012 to dispose of the 
Defendant's motion to dismiss and Holli's Opposition thereto. 
Dated: July 23, 2012 
Certifcate of Service 
The undersigned certifies that she emailed the foregoing Objection etc. to the 
Defendant's attorney @ SADAMS@ajhlaw.com and d this Objection to the Oneida 
County clerk@20.8-766~2990. 
Holli will be delivering a hard copy of the 
clerk skidmore by Thursday. 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
* * * * * * * 
HOLLI TELFORD ) 
) 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA ) 
MILLS; JEANETTE HARMON; CODY ) 
KELLY; PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ) 
ESTATEOFPAULKELLEYSR; ) 
SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; TAX ASSESSOR ) 
GARY BARBER; SMITH COUNTY; ARTIE ) 
ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB BEALL; LAW ) 
OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON, FIELDER, ) 
COLLINS & MOTT; LISA NEILSON; AND ) 
DOES 1-10, ) 
) 
Defendant/ Respondents. ) 
DISTRICT COURT 
CASE NO. CV-2011-66 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
SUPREME COURT No. 39878-2012 
I, Diane Skidmore, Deputy Court Clerk of the District Court of the Sixth Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and for Oneida County, do hereby certify that the following is a list of the 
exhibits, offered or admitted and which have been lodged with the Supreme Court or retained as 
indicated: NONE 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this 
cc: Holli Telford 
Stephen L. Adams 
Idaho Supreme Court 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS - Page I 
Supreme Court# 39878-2012 
Oneida County# CV-2011-66 
MATTHEW L. COLTON 
Clerk of the District Court 
By . u . J. Q:· 
Diane siiOre ~
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
HOLLI TELFORD ) 
) 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA ) 
MILLS; JEANETTE HARMON; CODY ) 
KELLY; PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ) 
ESTATE OF PAUL KELLEY SR; ) 
SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; TAX ASSESSOR ) 
GARY BARBER; SMITH COUNTY; ARTIE ) 
ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB BEALL; LA \V ) 
OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON, FIELDER, ) 
COLLINS & MOTT; LISA NEILSON; AND ) 
DOES 1-10, ) 
) 
Defendants/ Respondents. ) 
DISTRICT COURT 
CASE NO. CV-2011-66 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
SUPREME COURT No. 39878-2012 
I, Diane Skidmore, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Sixth Judicial District, of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Oneida, do hereby certify that the foregoing Clerk's 
Record in the above entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction, and contains true 
and correct copies of all pleadings, documents and papers designated to be included under Rule 28 
of the Idaho Appellate Rules, the Notice of Appeal, any Notice of Cross-Appeal, and any additional 
documents requested to be included. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE - Page 1 
Supreme Court# 39878-2012 
Oneida County# CV-2011-66 
I do further certify, that all documents, x-rays, charts and pictures, offered or admitted in 
the above entitled cause, if any, will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court along with 
the Court Reporter's Transcript and Clerk's Record, if requested, (except for exhibits NONE, which 
are retained in the possession of the undersigned), as required by Rule 31 of the Idaho Appellate 
Rules. 
I do further certify that, with regard to the requests made in the Plaintiff's Objection to 
the Clerk's Record filed on July 25, 2012, the following discrepancies are: 
Item #1: The date of April 27, 2011, is a date prior to said matter being filed. I have 
included what documents that I believe Ms. Telford was requesting; however, the filing date is June 
27, 2012. 
Item #3: The date of May 3, 2011, is a date prior to said matter being filed. I have 
included what documents that I believe Ms. Telford was requesting; however, the filing date is July 
13,2011. 
Item #4: Plaintiff refers to the Clerk's Record page 285 as being an "Opposition by 
Plaintiff to Defendants Motion to Dismiss." That is not what the document on page 285 of the 
Clerk's Record is; however, I think Plaintiff was referring to page 264. 
Item #5: There was no formal "order directing a hearing to be conducted." I have 
included the Notice of Hearing. 
Item #6: The Plaintiff refers to an audio recording of Lois Mosley that was emailed to 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE - Page 2 
Supreme Court# 39878-2012 
Oneida County# CV-2011-66 
the Clerk. There was no CD filed with the document. Plaintiff did e-mail the audio recording to 
the Court Clerk; however, the Court Clerk did not feel that it was her responsibility to make a disc 
and include that in the document. 
Item #7: There is not official "order taking the hearing off the calendar." The Court was 
made aware that there was a warrant for the Plaintiff's arrest and that the Sheriff's Office was 
planning to make the arrest when the Plaintiff attended her scheduled court hearing; therefore, 
because the Judge was an out-of-town Judge, the Court Clerk was asked to take said matter off the 
calendar. 
Item #8: There is no official "order scheduling hearing." The matter was set for hearing 
and a copy of the Hearing Notice is included in the record. 
IN \VITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
District Court at Malad, Idaho, this 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE - Page 3 
Supreme Court# 39878-2012 
Oneida County# CV-2011-66 
day 
MATTHEW L. COLTON 
Clerk of the District Court 
By____J~~::S::;t;;jJ(,~~~~~ 
Diane S dmore, 
Deputy Court Clerk 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
* * * * * * * 
HOLLI TELFORD, ) 
) 




SANDRA COPELAND; ADMITRA ) 
MILLS; JEANETTE HARMON; CODY ) 
KELLY; PAUL KELLEY JR; THE ) 
ESTATE OF PAUL KELLEY SR; ) 
SMITH COUNTY TRUSTEE; TAX ASSESSOR ) 
GARY BARBER; SMITH COUNTY; ARTIE ) 
ROSS; ATTORNEY TAB BEALL; LAW ) 
OFFICES OF PURDUE, BRANDON, FIELDER, ) 





CASE NO. CV-2011-66 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
SUPREME COURT No. 39878-2012 
I, Diane Skidmore, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Sixth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Oneida, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that I have personally 
mailed, by United States mail, postage prepaid, on the --=..'--- 2012, one 
( 1) copy of the Supplement to the Clerk's Record to each of the parties or their Attorney of Record 
as follows: 
To: Counsel for Plaintiff/Appellant 
Holli Telford 
10621 South Old Hwy. 191 
Malad, ID 83252 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - Page 1 
Supreme Court #39878-2012 
Oneida County #CV-2011-66 
To: Counsel for Defendants/Respondents 
Stephen L. Adams 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
P.O. Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707-7426 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
seal of the said Court this ltt tJ. day 
cc: Idaho Supreme Court 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - Page 2 
Supreme Court #39878-2012 
Oneida County #CV-2011-66 
MATTHEW L. COLTON 
Clerk of the District Court 
By ~~"""•fr: 
Diane Skidrnor~ 
Deputy Clerk 
